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SPECIAL SENATE INVESTIGATION ON CHARGES AND 
COUNTERCHARGES INVOLVING: SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY ROBERT T. STEVENS, JOHN G. ADAMS, H. STRUVE 
HENSEL AND SENATOR JOE MeCARTHY, ROY M. COHN, 
AND FRANCIS P. CARR 


TUESDAY, JUNE 15, 1954 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
W wshington, Ef. C. 

The subcommittee met at 10:13 a. m., pursuant to recess, in the 
caucus room of the Senate Office Building, Senator Karl E. Mundt, 
chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senator Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; Sen- 
ator Everett McKinley Dirksen, Republican, Illinois; Senator Charles 
Ki. Potter, Republican, Michigan; Senator Henry C. Dworshak, Re- 
publican, Idaho; Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; 
Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; and Senator 
Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Also present: Ray M. Jenkins, chief counsel; Thomas R. Prewitt, 
assistant counsel; Charles Maner, assistant counsel; and Ruth Y. 
Watt, chief clerk. 

Principal participants present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, a 
United States Senator from the State of Wisconsin; Roy M. Cohn, 
chief counsel to the subcommittee; Joseph N. Welch, special counsel 
for the Army; and James D. St. Clair, special counsel for the Army. 

Senator Munpr. The committee will please come to order. 

The Chair would like to begin by welcoming our guests who have 
come to the committee room and to tell them that the committee is 
happy to have you watching one of your congressional committees in 
operation. 

The Chair would like to have the audience listen very carefully to 
what he is going to say next, because he observed before the meeting 
began that there was some applause as various principals and 
committee members entered the room. Perhaps you have not been 
following the hearings and do not realize that that is strictly forbidden. 

The Chair, rather than to try to have anybody removed from the 
room for violating that committee rule, has instructed the officers again 
today to be particularly alert and to remove from the room immediately 
without any further notice, politely but firmly, with the authority that 
they have vested in them by the Congress of the United States, anyone 
applauding or anyone engaging in any other audible manifestations 
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of approval or disapproval. That isa fair rule. ‘T 
rut Phat isa rule the committee expec ts oul officers to enforce com 
pletely without any further instruction from the Chair. 

Phose instructions are from the committee and provide that they 
shall be carried out both by the uniformed members of the Capitol 
Police force whom you see before you, and the plainclothes men scat- 
tered thro igh the audience. 

You have all been warned, as you have been welcomed. If you 
cit de to violate the terms under which you entered the room and are 
removed, you have I'¢ moved yourself, because you have failed to com 


] 
} 


hat is a continuing 


ply with the revul itions of this committee and of these hearings. 
I feel that with that exp! ination we will not have any further in- 
] 


V hich they have 


tery ipl oO! by people who seek to disrupt a hear 
come to observe. 

\s we concluded the hearings yesterday, Senator Symington had a 
few minutes left of his 10 minutes, but tells me that he had concluded 
his questions, so we will switch next to Senator Dworshak, who has 
not yet come into the committee room. 

He not being here, the Chair recognizes Mr. Cohn or Senator 
MeCarthy for 10 minutes. 


TESTIMONY OF FRANCIS P. CARR—Resumed 


Senator McCarrnuy. Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Conn. I have no questions. 

Senator McCarriy. No questions. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Welch or Mr. St. Clair for 10 minutes. 

Senator McCarrny. One or two questions, Mr. Carr. 

Senator Munpr. You are recognized. Your microphone is not 
turned on or else your voice has gotten hoarse, and we cannot hear you. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Carr, I think yesterday you mentioned 
that we received FBI reports occasionally. From the answer I gather 
that there might have been the feeling that you had received the FBI 
reports. Any FBI reports come directly to me, is that right? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCartrny. And any clearance, secret, top secret, confiden- 
tial, would come to you and you would only learn about that by hear- 
ing about it from me; is that right? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Senator McCarrny. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Welch or Mr. St. Clair, 10 minutes. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. Mr. Carr, yesterday you may recall we were dis- 
cussing the meeting that you and Mr. Cohn had with the Secretary on 
October 2. Do you recall, sir? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. And I believe you testified in substance that the 
Secretary in the course of that meeting brought up the question of 
Schine by stating in substance that Schine was not going to get a 
commission. Do you recall that? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Cuair. And I guess I fairly outlined your testimony, have 
| not ¢ 
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Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I didn’t say that he—I didn’t specifically say 
he brought it up. As I recall, I think I said that it was my recollec- 
tion that the Secretary had breught this matter up, or started the 
conversation. 

Mr. Sr. Crater. Well, do you now wish to suggest that perhaps you 
could be wrong, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. No; I don’t think I am wrong. 

Mr. Sr. Crater. That is your best recollection ? 

Mr. Carr. Right. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. The Secretary brought it up in the manner that you 
and I have discussed ? 

Mr. Carr. Right. 

Mr. Sr. Ciatr. We were discussing that fact in connection with what 
work you had outlined for Private Schine. Do you recall ? 

Mr. Carr. Not specifically; no, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Well, in any event, that news was the first you had 
heard of it, was it not, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. Well, that, as I said yesterday I said I thought that was 
the first time I had learned that Mr. Schine would not receive a com- 
mission, a Reserve commission. 

Mr. Sr. Cuair. That is right. Did you know that Mr. Schine had 
received formal notification that he was not going to get a commission 
on July 31 of 1953? 

Mr. Carr. No, I did not. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. Did you know that General Reber testified that he 
had told Mr. Cohn about that time that Schine was not qualifieel ? 

Mr. Carr. I think I heard General Reber’s testimony. 

Mr. Sr. Ciatr. All right. But insofar as you were concerned, the 
first ie heard of it was on October 2? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, that is the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Sr. Ciatr. So that up to that time, apparently we agreed yes- 
terday, but if not say so, you thought that Schine was likely to get a 
commission; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. I didn’t know whether he was or he wasn’t. I thought 
that he would. I thought—— 

Mr. Sr Crate. You heard that General Reber was supposed to have 
said he would. 

Mr. Carr. I am not sure whether I heard that at that time or 
whether I—I heard General Reber say these things, I heard the testi- 
mony, but I am not sure that at that time I knew about it. 

Mr. Sr. Crair. I am not suggesting that General Reber testified 
that he promised a commission. I am just suggesting that your as- 
sociates have so testified, and apparently must have told you that 
fact, too. 

Mr. Carr. Well, I don’t recall that they ever told me that at that 
time. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Well, in any event, you must have been counting on 
Mr. Schine as a member of your committee up until the date of Octo- 
ber 2, hadn’t you? On your staff, pardon me. 

Mr. Carr. Until that time, I hadn’t given it too much consideration. 
I thought he was getting a Reserve commission. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. You thought he was going to get a commission? 

Mr, Carr. That is right. 
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Mr. Sr. Ciarr. Well, then, you must have been counting on his not 
being available to you, then, in the reasonably near future ? 

Mr. es After that time I was pretty certain of it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr Well, up to that time you felt that he was going to 
get a commission and get it soon, didn’t you ? 

Mr. Carr. Quite frankly, I didn’t give it much thought as far as 


fhe commMIssion was concerned. J kne W he had applied for a Reserve 
mmission. That is about the size of it. 
Mr. St. Cratrk. Well, in any event, when you learned the fact that 
he was not going to get it, it meant that there had to be some change 


vour plans and it was an Ameumiae —_ for you, was it not? 
Mr. Carr. It wasn’t an important event, but I did give it considera- 


Mr. Sr. Crate. This man was important to the staff of this com- 

ttee, was he not ? 

Mr. oe Yes; he was. 

Mr. Sr. Crair. And a change in his military status to vou as a di- 
rector must have been an important event, is that right? 

Mr. Carr. It was worth considering, and I did consider it 

Mr. St. Crain. Well, I don’t want to push you too far, but it was 
worth a considerable amount of consideration, was it not? 

Mr. Carr. I eave it a considerable amount of consideration. 

Mr. Sr. Cham. You did? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Cram. That is right. Don’t you consider it a rather singu- 
lar event, Mr. Carr, that you did not mention that fact in your 
memorandum of October 2? 

Mr. Carr. What fact is that, sir? 

Mr. Sr. Chair. That Schine was not going to get a commission. 
Mr. Carr. No. 

Mr. Sr. Cram. Well, it was an important thing, you said. 

Mr. Carr. 1 don’t think it was that important. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. You mentioned a lot of things in that memorandum, 


but you did not mention this fact, did you? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. I might have left it out or I might have 
ut 10 In. 

oo Sr. Crate. As a matter of fact, your memorandum of October 
9 is slightly inconsistent with ihe fact, is it not, Mr. Carr? 


ot srr. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Sv. Crater. I call your attention, sir, to the second paragraph 
of it a d the fourth line. Let me read you that sentence, which be- 
gins in the third line of the second paragraph : 

During the course of the conversation, Dave Schine’s pending induction— 
and J] em} hasize the words “pending induction”— 


1} 


he Army came up. 

Have I read that sentence correctly ? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. If his induction was pending on October 2, that is 
inconsistent with the fact that you have testified to, that you thought 
he was going to get 2 commission until the Secret: ary tol d you other- 
wise ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, but I didn’t write this memorandum until after I 


aa ; 
had talked to the Secretary. 
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Mr. Sr. Cratr. Yes, but you are referring to a conversation con- 
cerning a pending induction. Now you testify the conversation was 
not concerning a pending induction, but was concerning the fact that 
he was not going to get a commission. 

Mr. Carr. No; I haven't testified—you say as if I had testified only 
to that fact. I testified also to the fact that the Secretary said, as I 
say in my memorandum, that he intended to use Mr. Se ‘thine to the ad- 
vantage of the Army by se nding him to intelligence schools. 

Mr. Sr. Crair. That is certainly true, but let’s get back to the fact 
that you testified, sir, that the Secretary told you on October 2 that 
Se -hine was not going to get a commission. 

Mr. Carr. That is my recollection. 

Mr. Sr. Crater. In the first place, you make no mention of that fact 
in this memorandum, do you 4 

Mr. Carr. No. 

Mr. Sr. Crair. Even though you constder it of some importance? 

Mr. Carr. I consider it of some importance. I don’t consider it of 
so much importance that I had to put it in the memorandum. Other 
things were left out of the memorandum, too. 

Mr. Sr. Cuatr. Also, in view of the fact that you state in the 
memorandum the conversation concerned a ae induction. Have 
I refreshed your recollection to some extent, Mr. Carr, that perhaps 
you are mistaken about the conversation with the Secretary and the 
commission ? 

Mr. C an No; I am not mistaken. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. You are not mistaken? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. So you state now that the Secretary brought it up 
by informing you that Se fea was not going to get a commission. 

Mr. Carr. No; he didn’t bring it up by informing me. He brought 
up the subject of Schine, and he was the first one that, in my recollec- 
tion, during this conversation said that Schine wasn’t going to get 
a ca 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. Now you say he did not bring it up by stating that 
Schine was not going to get a commission ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir: no, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr, Let me ask you this: There was some discussion 
beyond that point. right? 

Mr. Carr. Beyond the point of the commission ? 

Mr. Sr. Crater. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. You said in substance, I believe, that Mr. Cohn in- 
dicated his assent to what you claim the Secretary had outlined for 
this private. 

Mr. Carr. This intelligence school arrangement, and that sort of 
thing, yes, I think Mr. Cohn said “That is fine,’ or something like 
that. 

Mr. Sr. Cruatr. Did Mr. Cohn put it any stronger than just agree- 
ment, or did he try to urge it on the Secretary ? 

Mr. Carr. No. As I recall, it was the Secretary’s statement. The 
Secretary is the one who mentioned the schools, not Mr. Cohn. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. But Mr. Cohn indicated his assent, is that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. He indicated that was fine; yes. 

46520°—54—pt. 66—2 
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Mr. Sr. Curate. Was it fine with you, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. It didn’t make any difference to me. 

Mr. Se. Ciair. It made no difference to you? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. But it made some difference to Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t think a great deal of difference, but he said “That 

tine 

Mr. Sr. Crater. All right. 

I thi kk you test ified Vt sterday that as early as October S or October 
9 John Adams indicated to you that he thought maybe the committee 

c ht to eall off their hearn Ys on the Fort Monmouth investigation, 

that correct 7 

Mr. Carr. At that point Mr. Adams indicated he thought there 
should be no hearings on the Fort Monmouth situation. There had 
been none 

Mr. Sr. Crater. He made it a little strenger than I made it, then. 
He indicated to you there ought not to be any ¢ 

Mr. Carr. We had not started having hearings at Fort Monmouth. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. When was your first hearing ? 

Mr. Carr. I think the first executive hearin 
(); tober. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. If I suggested the Sth of October, would that refresh 
your recollection ? 

Mr. Carr. No. The Sth of October, as I testified, Mr. Adams was— 
and I think I am correct on this—Mr. Adams was in attendance at 
inter iews of persons W ho worked at Fort Monmouth, staff inter iew S. 

The executive sessions did not start until Senator McCarthy arrived 
in New York so that witnesses could be sworn. / 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. So it is your testimony that John Adams wanted 
to call the executive sessions off even before they started; is that 
] oht ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t say he wanted to call the executive sessions off. 
I say that John Adams on the Sth or about the 8th, during the period 
of these staff interviews, suggested that there was no need for having 
anv hearings at all. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. That was before they had even started, was it not? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. So the sum and substance of it is that you testified 
John Adams wanted to call them off before they had even started ? 

Mr. Carr. If you want to put it that way, that will be all right. 

Mr. Sr. Cram. I don’t want to be unfair with you but that is the 
fact. 

Mr. Carr. That won’t hurt me. That is all right. 

Senator Munpr. Your time has expired, Mr. St. Clair. 

Mr. Prewitt, any questions? 

Mr. Prewrrr. No questions. 

Senator Munpt. The Chair will pass. 

Senator McClellan, any questions? 

Senator McCrietitan. Mr. Carr, I have 2 or 3 more questions, I 
believe. When I concluded yesterday I believe you had agreed with 
me that the charges against the Secretary of the Army and Mr. Adams 
were quite serious. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 


was on the 12th of 
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Senator McCretian. Then from your testimony, as you have al- 
ready stated and from the charges to which we have referred gen- 
erally—I didn’t call each one specifically to your attention, but you 
are familiar with them—would you agree with me that the conduct 
of the Secretary of the Army and Mr. Adams if these charges are 
true, were quite improper ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, I think they were improper; yes, sir. 

Senator McCiettan. Don’t you think they are quite grave if you 
take into account the security of our country? If they were actually 
trying to protect, as charged, those who were protecting Communists 
in our Government and in the Army, wouldn’t you say they are quite 
grave ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I don’t think it is my position to pass on such 
matters, but I agree with you they are serious and grave. 

Senator McCrietran. And they should have been exposed if that 
was true ? 

Mr. Carr. I would be happy to have them exposed; yes, sir. 

Senator McCiettan. Would they have been exposed, in your judg 
ment, had not this chronological report of the Army been published ? 

Mr. Carr. I think they would. 

Senator McCietitan. How long do you think it would be before 
we had gotten to them? 

Mr. Carr. I really don’t know, but I think it would have come 
about. 

Senator McCretian. At any rate, the issuing of the chronological 
statement of events did bring about the exposure of this promptly, 
didn’t it ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCLe.ian. So it accomplished some good if these charges 

re true. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. That is a way of putting it; yes, sir. 

Senator McCrietian. All right. That is the way it is, in its proper 
perspective, if your charges are true. The issuance of that report 
immediately caused the response that called to the attention of the 
country a condition that the Defense Department or in the Department 
of the Army that certainly could not be tolerated if it is true. Don’t 
you agree with me? 

Mr. Carr. It called it to the attention of the country.. I agree 
with you. 

Senator McCretian. And it is a condition, if true, that cannot be 
tolerated ? 

Mr. Carr. I wouldn’t have tolerated it; no, sir. 

Senator McCretian. All right. That is afl. One other question, 
if I have more time. I did want to ask you this: As staff director, 
now, you helped check the files to determine the documents that you 
may have in them relative te Mr. Schine’s work, did you ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, actually, I had very little part in it, 

Senator McCietian. Well, I don’t know whether you can identify 
them or not, but are you prepared to say that the documents that 
have been turned over to the counsel are all that are in the files? 
Are you prepared to say that, as staff director ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, I am not the one who went through the files 
physically. I have been advised by those who did that—and by Mr. 
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Schine—that the work which appears here is—how do you say—the 
end result, I think is the term that has been used here. 

Senator McCietian. All I have been trying to do is to get all of 
them before us. and I am try ing to find out who can tell us that they 
are all before the committee now. Can you? 

Mr. Carr. I think Mr. Cohn can probably tell you that better than 
] can. 

Senator McCrietian. All right. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dirksen, any questions? 

Senator Dirksen. No questions. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Jackson, any questions ? 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Carr, I assume you formulated a file on Fort 
Monmouth ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What is the date of the first document in that 
file ? 

Mr. Carr. I am not sure. I think it is some time in August or 
September. maybe. 

Senator Jackson. The first document in the file is in August or 
September ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I think that is right. 

Senator Jackson. What was the first document in that file? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t recall, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Well, I think you indicated yesterday that there 
were memos and certain information that you had dictated or had 
come to your attention that was put in the file. 

Mr. Carr. Well, I don’t recall that part of the testimony. If you 
would — 

Senator Jackson. As far as you know, there was nothing in the 
file prior to July or August, then, on Fort Monmouth ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, let me say this, Senator. The preliminary investi- 
mation of this ease and all other cases, I] can't Say all other cases but 
other cases, is a very informal thing. Information is gathered, some 
times material is received, this is on an informal basis. Now, in con- 
nection with the Fort Monmouth investigation, it is my recollecton, 
and it is only a recollection after these months, that when the investi- 
gation was well underway, much of this material which has been in 
the office, in the possession of the individuals working on the case, was 
assembled into a file. 

Senator Jackson. Yes, but I take it you just testified that the first 
memos or memoranda that went into the file was July or August; is 
that right? 

Mr. Carr. I am only testifying that, as I recall, the first memoran- 
dum is dated some time during that period ; yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. And prior to that time, you don’t know of any 
work that was done on the Fort Monmouth investigation ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; I know of work. As I said, I don’t know—I 
believe that is the first date of the memorandum. 

Senator Jackson. Well, actually, Mr. Carr, the work didn’t get 
underway full speed, shall we say, until August, did it ? 

Mr. Carr. I would say, “Yes”; August. 

Senator Jackson, That was about the time when you found out 
that Mr. Schine was going to go into the Army ¢ 
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Mr. Carr. No, sir. That was about the time when I got busy on 
this case. 

Senator Jackson. Well, you took over the Fort Monmouth investi- 
gation. Had there really been any work done as far as actual in- 
vestigation at Fort Monmouth ? 

Mr. Carr. There had been preliminary work done, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What kind ? 

Mr. Carr. There had been informants developed and there had been 
information obtained concerning the situation at Fort Monmouth; 
yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Well but actually there hadn’t been any specific 
legwork done on Fort Monmouth? 

Mr. Carr. The large amount of legwork began during that period, 
I would say, August-September ; yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. But prior to ‘that you had the Crouch document ? 

Mr. Carr. We had the Crouch document; yes, sir. I don’t put too 
much stress on the Crouch document as such. 

Senator Jackson. As a matter of fact, that is a pretty general 
statement. 

Mr. Carr. It is a general statement. I think it is a very good 
statement concerning Communist infiltration. 

Senator Jackson. But as an FBI agent, you were pretty well 
trained in the fact that it was well known that the Communists would 
try to infiltrate, have tried for years to infiltrate the Military Estab 
lishment, whether it is the Army, the Navy, or the Air Force? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, I was aware of that. I don’t wish to overrate 
or underrate the Crouch memorandum. ‘The facts in there, the state 
ments in there, are undoubtedly accurate. To me, sir—to me, the 
Crouch memorandum is more of a signal than important in itself. 

Senator Jackson. He said there were a thousand Communists in 
the Army. He didn’t back up that statement with any specific bill of 
particulars, did he? 

Mr. Carr. No. I didn’t place that sort of stress on the Crouch 
memorandum. 

Senator Jackson. As a matter of fact, the Selective Service Act 
makes no prohibition against the drafting of Communists into the 
armed services, isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Senator Jackson. So it is obvious that there is bound to be a cer- 
tain number of Communists in uniform, particularly in the enlisted 
ranks? 

It follows logically that you are bound to get some, isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Senater Jackson. So you come to the inevitable conclusion that 
there must be some in uniform. 

Mr. Carr. I agree with you. But at some point, if you are going 
to give an investigation some serious consideration, at some point 
something has to be brought to your attention. I think the Crouch 
eens in this case served as a means of bringing it to our 
attention. I don’t say that I agreed with him in the memorandum 
that there were a thousand or anything like that. 

Senator Jackson. But, Mr. Carr, you wouldn’t want to leave the 
impression that with your long experience in the FBI that you need 
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to have someone like Crouch explain to you that there —— be Com- 
munist infiltration in the Army. You knew that as an FBI agent? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. I didn’t need the eeniitonhaes I 
should say, the memorandum—— 

Senator Jackson. The Crouch document didn’t refresh your recol- 
lection or give you any new information that you didn’t already have ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know. I couldn’t agree fully with your state- 
ment. I am agreeing with what you are talking about. There is 
some of your language that mixes us up. 

Senator Jackson. Can you point out anything in the Crouch docu- 
ment that you didn’t know about before 

Mr. Carr. Well, no. I don’t want to do that. 

Senator Jackson. All right. We won't go into any further det 
about th it. When did you first see the 21, -page EB I document / 

Mr. Carr. I believe—I believe that I first saw the two and 
what is it, 214-page document /—in this courtroom, or just before 

t, just the day that Mr. MeCarthy handed it up here, er attempted 
to have the Chair read it. 

Senator J ACKSON, You had hever seen it before ? 

Mr. Carr. I had never seen it. I knew about it, however. 

Senator Jackson. So it was never in the files ? 

Mr. Carr. It was never in the files downstairs; no, sir. 

Senator Jackson. How could you conduct this investigation? You 
are the staff director and if you hi udin’t seen it until the d: iy you came 
n, how could you have conducted this investigation without having 
seen that document ? 


Mr. Carr. I didn’t have to see the document, sir, I knew what was 


Senator Jackson. You were told everything that was in it, but 
they wouldn’t let you see it? 

Mr. Carr. No. 

Senator Jackson. It was a pretty hot document, then ? 

Mr. Carr. No, I don’t subseribe to that. There was no need for 
me to keep the document or to see the document. I was told what 
was in it. I was given the list of the persons who were in it. I had 
all the information contained in the document. I had no need for 
keeping the document. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Carr, isn’t it quite unusual that you, as staff 
director of the committee, would not have access to this docume ‘nt and 
see it: yet it would be otfered here in evidence to the public ? 

Mr. Carr. Well 
Senator Jackson. How - you figure that out ? 
Mr. Carr. I don’t think it 1s unusual. I think it would be quite 


1 


unusual if I were given o ation by the chairman of the committee, 
and I insisted that I had to have the document to back up what he 
was telling me. 

Senator Jackson. But wasn’t it the heart of the whole investigation 
of Fort Monmouth ? 

Mr. Carr. It was an important part of the investigation, sir. 

Senator Jackson. It pinpointed one of the key individuals, Aaron 
Coleman, did it not ? 

Mr. Carr. It did that, yes 

Senator Jackson. Did you have any reason why you didn’t want to 
look at the document ? 
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Mr. Carr. No, I didn’t have any. I would look at it. I looked at 
it here. 

Senator Jackson. You what? 

Mr. Carr. I looked at it here in the courtroom. 

Senator Jackson. Yes, but you hadn’t looked at it up until that 
time, although you were in charge of the entire investigation at Fort 
Monmouth, directing the staff work? 

Mr. Carr. No. The day that it came down here I think is the first 
time that I actually looked at it. 

Senator Jackson. I say that is the first time you looked at it, even 
though you had directed the staff investigation in the Fort Mon- 
mouth hearings and investigation. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, I think that is correct. 

Senator Jackson. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Potter? 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Chairman, I have concluded my examination 
of Mr. Carr. However, I would like to announce that I am chairman 
of the Communications Subcommittee of the Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee, and we have hearings which I have postponed 
three times, most important hearings. They are hearings on the 
future of television. I have scheduled them for this afternoon. 
So I am going to ask to be excused for the afternoon session so that 
we can go ahead with these hearings. It will seem a little different 
to have hearings about television rather than hearings where you 
are on television. 

Senator Munpt. Very cood. 

Any questions, Senator Symington ? 

Senator Symrinoron. I pass. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dworshak ? 

Senator DworsuaKk. No questions. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Cohn or Senator McCarthy ? 

Senator McCarruy. Just 1 or 2 questions. 

Mr. Carr, Mr. Jackson was discussing the Crouch document. The 
Crouch document, as I recall, gives a fairly good résumé of the attempt 
of the Communist Party to infiltrate our Army, is that right? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir: I think it is a good document: yes, sir; a good 
document. 

Senator McCarruy. Having worked with the FBI on the matter 
of communism for a number of years, having been head of the sub- 
versive desk, whatever you call it—— 

Mr. Carr. I call it security matters, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. O. K.—you wouldn’t need any résumé by Mr. 
Crouch. You had all the information which you cathered over a num 
ber of years, I assume; is that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, sir, it is some time since I actually read the Crouch 
document over, but I think I can generally agree w ith you, yes, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. I want to hand you a document, if you can call 
it that, a mimeographed two sheets of paper. Glancing through that, 
Mr. Carr, do you find that the Communist International, various Com- 
munist meetings, Communist writers, the Daily Worker, have over the 
past 20, 25, or 30 years reaflirmed that one of their principal targets 
was the army of every free nation ? 

Mr. Carr, Yes, sir. 
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Senator McCarruy. So when you came with the committee, you 
didnt need any one individual to tell you that the military would be a 
target for the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No, sir 

Senator McCartriry. Mr. Carr, is it correct that as of now we are all 
ready to go ahead with hearings, hearings of the committee of which 
Mr. Potter is chairman, having to do with the holding of prisoners of 
war, by the Reds, some of them even since World War I? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. I think we will be ready when Senator Potter is 
ready. 

Senator McCarruy. We have been discussing whether or not this 

estigation was holding up the investigation of communism. Is it 
true that we have a tremendous backlog ot work now, a great number 
of Communists in defense plants 4 

Mir. Carr. Ye 9 Silks We have knowledge of such. 

Senator McCartrny. Instead of investigating Communists now, as a 
result of this investigation we are spending the time and the very 
limited funds which we have to investigate, in effect, you and Mr. 
Cohn and myself ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you feel, Mr. Carr, that this calling off of 
the investigation of Communists in key industries, in the military, is a 
great victory for the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir: I think it is. 

Senator McCartuy. Just one other question. When you came with 
my committee, Mr. Carr, did I have a long talk with you and warn you 
that you would be smeared completely if you had any success, that you 
would be accused of almost every type ot improper conduct in the 
book, and I tol 1 you that was one of the penalties of working with my 


committee ¢ 


Mr. Carr. Ye s, sir; you did. 

Senator McCarrny. Despite that, you said you were willing to quit a 
very good job which you had with the FBI, a job as head of the security 
desk, [ believe you « ‘all it. in New York, and come down and work with 
my comaiittee ; is that right ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; I did. 

Senator McCarruy. In conclusion, Mr. Carr »T say that I feel 
very strongly, as I think I may have indicated last oka that I must 
protect the young men who have come with the committee to do a job 
of exposing Communists. I feel very strongly about the smear leveled 
against them, sometimes not by the Communist Party, but sometimes 
by the Communist Party using megaphones, unknowing megaphones if 
I may say, men who don’t realize what they are doing. 

[ just want to again assure you and assure Mr. Cohn and the rest 
of my committee that whenever any of these smears are attempted, 
you can be sure I will do everything I can to try and give the American 
people the truth. I think something has been accomplished by these 
hearings In that regard. 

No further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Welch or Mr, St. Clair, you have 10 minutes. 

Mr. Wetcu. Mr. Chairman, Mr. St. Clair. 

Senator Munpr. We can’t hear you, Mr. Welch. Will you turn on 
Mr. Welch’s microphone, please. Try again, Mr. Welch. 


Mr. Welch, you have 10 minutes. 
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Mr. Wercu. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say to you that Mr. St. 
Clair will continue to conduct a portion of this witness’ cross-exami- 
nation, but with an interruption from me on a small point at this 
time. 

Senator Munpr. You may divide the 10 minutes between you in any 
way you like. 

Mr. Wetcu. That is right. 

Mr. Carr, first as to your joining this committee when you came 
from the New York desk. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. We cu. I take it that you looked on it as advancement, did 
you not, sir? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; I looked on it as somewhat an advancement, 
although looking back on it Iam not sure. 

Mr. Wevcn. In any event—and I have no slight criticism of you, 
sir—you looked on it as a step forward in your career ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I looked on it as an interesting challenge. 
I was interested in it, yes. 

Mr. Wevcu. One other item. We have often heard about the 
limited appropriation that you have. Would you know the amount 
of it, sir, for this year? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. It varies from year to year. This year I 
think it is approximately $214,000. 

Mr. Wetcu. Pretty close to a quarter of a million dollars. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. We cu. It was what the Senator asked for, was it not, from 
Congress ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I think during the period there was some 
debate back and forth, but I think it is generally what was asked for; 
yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. What I really wanted to ask you about, Mr. Carr, was 
this 214-page document. I was somewhat surprised to learn that 
you first saw it in this courtroom. You told us that? 

Mr. Carr. I said that I believe it was in this courtroom. I have 
a recollection that it was on the day that it was shown in this court- 
room. I may have brought it down from the Senator’s office. I 
am not sure. I know I saw it here, yes, sir, for the first time. 

Mr. Wetcu. You also told us, of course, that you knew about it. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wevcu. And that you were told what was in it ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wevcn. And that you had all the information that was in it? 

Mr. Carr. I think that is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. How did you get that information, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. How was it relayed to me? 

Mr. Wetcn. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. It first I believe was relayed to me in a general conversa- 
tion with Senator McCarthy and Mr. Cohn. Later I think in a con- 
versation—or conference you might properly call it—with Senator 
McCarthy. He told me in detail what was in it and, as I recall, I 
made a list of the names in pencil. 
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Mr. Wetcu. When they were talking to you about it, did you 
realize that it purported to be a confidential document of the FBI? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Weicu. Was that concealed from you 4 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

lo answer vow question, when we first talked about it, it was told 
to me that this was a document which substantiated the statements 
made by an informant within the Army. 

Mr. Wencu. I didn’t quite ask you that. Did you learn that it 
had at the top of it “confidential” 4 

Mr. Carr. Lam not sure that I did. I may have. 

Mi Ween i. Was tl il I would like to know whether you were told 
that or were not told that. 

Mr. Carr. At this point I ean’t say whether I was or I wasn’t. 

Mr. Wetcu. It would have impressed you had you heard it, would 

Mr. Carr. No; not particularly; no, sir. 

Mr. Wercn. _ as an old FBI man if you saw a letter purporting 
to be signed by J. Edgar Hoover and marked at the top “confidential” 
you say you woul ldn’t have been impressed by it ? 

Mr. Carr. I have seen many such letters, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. In your files? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. In my files? 

Mr. Wercu. W - n you were In the FBI? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Weicn. But, ak ‘arr, you are out of the FBI now, you know. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wreicu. Have you seen many of them since you got out? 

Mr. Carr. No, s 

Mr. Wetcnu. You never even saw this one until this courtroom, did 
you! 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

he Weicu. Now, once again, remember that you are not now on 

» FBI, or a member of the FBI, had you known that that document, 
the two-and-a-quarter-page document, was purportedly carrying J, 
Edgar Hoover’s signature and was marked at the top “*¢ ‘onfide ntial” 
would have impressed you ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t think it would have impressed me, particularly ; 
no, sir. 

Mr. WLC n. You just wouldn’t have been impressed, is that right ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, Tam not sure what you mean by impressed. I say 
that it wouldn't have particularly impressed me; no, sir. 

Mr. Wetcn. Suppose I were to produce a ne ument iike that now, 
purporting to earry J. Edgar Hoover's signature and marked at the 
top “Confidential,” would you be amazed to find it in my possession ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; I wouldn't at all. 

Mr. Wetcn. Then you think so-called confidential documents pur- 
porting to carry Hoover's signature are bouncing around Washington 
by the dozen? | 

Mr. Carr. No, sit 

Mr. Wetcn. This is the only one you heard of bouncing around; 
is it not ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. If you produced one, sir, I would say it was one 
that was directed to the Army. 
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Mr. Wetcu. Were you in the courtroom when we heard from the 
messenger to J. Edgar Hoover, when we heard it should not be made 
public or transmitted to anyone? 

Mr. Carr. I was in the courtroom. I don’t recall that he said that. 

Senator McCarrny. Just a minute. Keep the record straight. Mr. 
Hoover did not say that. It was Mr. Brownell. 

Mr. Wetcn. Were you in the courtroom when Mr. Brownell said it 
should not be disclosed to anyone 4 

Mr. Carr. I think I was; yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcn. What happened, as I understand it—strike that out. 
When Mr. Carr—strike that out. When the Senator and Mr. Cohan 
talked to you about it, did they have some document in front of them? 

Mr. Carr. As I recall, whe nD they first talked to me about it, they 
didn’t. I think when I talked with Senator McCarthy about it, I 
think he may have. I know he told me in detail what the document 
contained. JT can’t at this point say that he did or he didn’t. He may 
have, 

Mr. Wetcn. Did they tell you, sir, that they didn’t want to give you 
a copy é it ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. No, sir. 

Mr. W eLcH. Did you get the impression they were being very care- 
ful about it? 

Mr. Carr. Oh, no, sir. I could have had a copy of it, 1 suppose, if 
I wanted it. 

Mr. Wetcu. Then, I think we understand each other. If you on the 
first time you heard about it had said, “May I have a copy of it,” you 
could have had it? 

Mr. Carr. I have no reason to believe that the Senator wouldn’t 
trust me with a copy; no, sir. 

Mr. Wercn. Then you could have put that in the files of your 
committee ? 

Mr. Carr. I probably could have. I didn’t. 

Mr. Wetcn. Yes. Now, what did you do—strike that out. Did 
either Mr. Cohn or the Senator give you a typewritten list of the names 
that were in the document ? 

Mr. Carr. No—— 

Mr. Wetcu. Did they read them to you and you wrote them down ? 

Mr. Carr. As I recall, the Senater—I don’t know whether you would 
say he read them or perhaps he knew them all by heart. I don’t know, 
but I copied down a list of names; yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. In longhand ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetrcu. And did that list of names become the basis of the Fort 
Monmouth investigation as you suggested to the Senator? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. We cu. You used them; did you not? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, we looked into this list of names; yes, str. 

Mr. Wetcu. And examined a portion, at least, of the men who were 
named in it? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. How many of the men who were named in it did you 
examine either in executive—strike that out. How many of the 
men whose names were listed in it did you examine in any form 
whatever ? 
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Mr. Carr. I couldn't say exactly, but I would say a good portion 
of them. 

Mr. Wercu. A good portion of them? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Mr. Wetcu. Then isn’t it a fact, sir, that the Fort Monmouth 
investigation was substantially based on the names that you got out 
of the 214-page document ? 

Mr. Carr. That was one of the main sources for the beginning of 
the investigation: yes, sir. There were other—— 

Mr. Wetcn. I understand. 

Mr. Carr. Other things, also. 

Mr. Wencn. But that was really the base for it? 

Mr. Carr. That was not really the base for it; that was one of 
several things. 

Mr. Wercn. Well, but the point is you took those names and 
started with those ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, we had those names and we had some other names, 
sir. 

Mr. Weicn. I understand, but as you questioned the people whose 
names vou had, they, in turn, turned up other names for you ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir: but what I am trying to say is that at the 
time we had these names, we had information concerning other situa 
tions at Fort Monmovth. 

Mr. Wercn. Well, did you have the names of other witnesses? 

Mr. Carr. We had the names of, as I recall, a few other witnesses. 
We had also other informants concerning Fort Monmouth. 

Mr. Wercn. By the way, do you have your own personal list of 
informants ? 

Mr. Carr. No. sir: ] have no list. 

Mr. Wetcu. You have no list of informants that come to you with 
material— 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; I have no list. 

Mr. Wetcn. Whose names you protect. Does Mr. Cohn, to your 
knowledge, have a list of informants? 

Mr. Carr. T don’t know what Mr. Cohn has in that regard. 

Mr. Wi LCH. The answer is you don’t know ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know. 

Mr. Wevcn. The Senator, of course, you do know has such a list # 

Mr. Carr. No, I don’t know that he has a list. 

Mr. Wetcn. You understand, do you not, that he has informants 
whose names he will protect ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; and I have them, too. 

Mr. Weccu. That is what I am asking about. Do you have your 
own list, sir? 

Mr. Carr. I have no list, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. I don’t mean a written list. Is there a collection of 
informants who report te you rather than anyone else? 

Mr. Carr. No, there is no collection. There are no set group of 
informants that come steadily to me. I have people who tell me 
things. The Senator, I am sure, has people who tell him things. 
Mr. Cohn does. And I am sure you do. I don’t intend to ever reveal 
the names of persons who tell me things in confidence; I am sure you 
vouldn't; Iam sure the Senator wouldn't. 
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Senator Munpr. Your time has expired, Mr. Welch. 

Any questions, Mr. Prewitt ? 

Mr. Prewrrr. I will pass. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will pass. 

Senator McClellan ? 

Senator McCLe.tian. Just two more questions. 

Mr. Carr, you agree with me that these hearings have also investi- 
gated the Army as well as you and Mr. Cohn and Senator McCarthy, 
don’t you 4 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; to some extent I think they have. 

Senator McCietian. Do you mean slightly? 

Mr. Carr. I am in agreement with you, Senator. 

Senator McCietian. Haven’t I asked just as hard questions against 
the Army as I have anybody else? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; F think you have been fair to me. 

Senator McCietian. Let me ask you one other thing, and let’s still 
be fair. Don’t you think it is just as important to get out of the head 
of the Army those who are coddling and protecting Communists as it 
is to get the individual Communist out of the defense plants? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; that is one of the bases for perhaps the trouble 
here. We wanted to go after the persons who were—— 

Senator McCretnan. Maybe it is the whole trouble. But what I 
am trying to get at and have been trying to get at is the truth of the 
charges on each side. And do you agree with me that if your charges 
are true, that this committee could hardly be engaged in more im- 
portant work than trying to establish the fact and tai remedial 
action accordingly ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, I think that I am in pretty general agreement with 
you; yes, sir. 

Senator McCretxan. I think you are, too. Let me ask you one other 
thing and then I am through. 

Speaking of smears, is it not also true from your observation and 
experience that Senators who do their duty in connection with investi- 
gations like this also get smeared ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I think any one who comes to Washington is 
taking a good chance. 

Senator McCietian. You and I are in agreement with respect to the 
seriousness of the charges and also that you get exposed to smears if 
you do your duty. Are we? 

Mr. Carr. It can happen; yes, sir. 

Senator McCietian. It does happen, doesn’t it? 

Mr. Carr. It does hap pen. 

Senator McCierian. Not only can, but does. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCietian. Thank you, that is all. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dirksen ? 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Chairman, I have 1 or perhaps 2 questions. 

Mr. Carr, I have heard that expression “coddling Communists” on 
a number of occasions in the hearing. Drawing on recollection, do 
you recall that that expression appears in the answer and charges 
made by Senator McCarthy for himself and Mr. Cohn and you? 
Frankly, I couldn’t—— 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know about the phrase being used; no sir. 
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Senator Dirksen. I could not find it in the answer and in the coun- 
tercharges, I] wondered whether I had overlooked it or whether you 
knew whether it was there or not. 

Mr. Carr. I don’t reeall that phrase being used in the paper. 

Senator Dirksen. One other observation, rather than a question. It 
occurs to me that the | mcguace used was that there has been OLVoss mis- 
har dling of the Communist issue; is that correct 4 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. That. of course, would be something different, I 
think, from the expression quote “coddling Communists” end quote. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Carr, maybe you wish you had stayed up in 


Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You are taking no amendments on that. Do you 
fe | i! vbody On this committee has smeared you? 

Mr. Carr. On this committee here 4 

Senator Jackson. Yes 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Some of us on this side in these hearings have 
riven some smear publicity, as a matter of fact, so it isn’t all 


1 
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just a one-way affair, is it 7 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know about that, sir. I have never given any 
publicity, made any statement—— 

Senator Jackson. Tam not saving you. 
Mr. Carr. Right, sir. 
Senator Jackson. Iam not referring to you. 

Mr. Carr. I might say you have never done anything to me, sir. 

Senator Jackson. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Potter ? 

Senator Porrer. I have no questions. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington ? 

Senator Symineron. I pass. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dworshak? Mr. Cohn or Senator Mc- 
Carthy ? 

Senator McCarrnuny. Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Coun. I pass. 

Senator McCarruy. I pass. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Welch, you have 10 minutes. 

Mr. Wetcn. Mr. Carr, when I was last questioning you, I was ques- 
cloning vou about your list 

Senator McCarriy. There is one question, Mr. Welch, I would like 
toask,if I may. Just one. May I interrupt? 

Mr. Weicn. Surely. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Carr, I may not have cleared this up this 
morning, I am not sure. On page 6691, I notice you say: 


As I think Senator McCarthy has testified— 
to the FBI— 


they have advised us from time to time that they had no derogatory information 
concerning members of the staff. 
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Am I correct that you were testifying as to what I told you and 
that the FBI had given no direct report to any member of the staff, 
including yourself? 

Mr. Carr. No; the reports come through the chairman. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Any reports that come directly to me marked 
“Confidential” are for my use only ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; that is my understanding. 

Senator McCarruy. I think we should also make it clear that these 
reports do not have to do with investigations. These reports have to 
do with the members of the staff; is that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. That is my understanding; yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. As far as you know, neither I nor any mem 
ber of the staff has ever gotten any report of any kind directly from 
the FBI; is that right? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. You are using the word “report,” sir. I am 
thinking of a letter which they say they had, a name check letter, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. When you say there is a report on all em- 
ployees, you are relying upon what I told you? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Senator McCartuy. No further questions. 

Senator Munpr. All right, Mr. Welch, you have 10 minutes. 

Mr. Wetcu. Mr. Carr, I was asking you at the close of my 10- 
minute period about your litle group of informers, if you have one, 
and I think perhaps we were misunderstanding each other, because just 
as my period ended, I think you were saying that vou have some peo- 
ple who give you information in respect to the activities of Govern- 
ment employees. Is that right, sir? 

Mr. Carr. From time to time; yes, sir. 

Mr. Weicu. Sir? 

Mr. Carr. From time to time; yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. And those men you protect as to their names? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. I take it Mr. Cohn has his list of informers ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know about Mr. Cohn, si 

Mr. Wevcn. You have no information as to whether or not he has? 

Mr. Carr. I think he has, but I can’t speak for him. 

Mr. Wetcu. Did you understand that Mr. Schine also had a list, 
perhaps a smaller one? 

Mr. Carr. It is my understanding he has; yes, sir. 

Mr. Wevcu. He has one? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wexicu. Of course, we know the Senator has one. 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Mr. Weccu. Now, Mr. Carr, to turn to another subject for a mo- 
ment, speaking of Communists, the one group of people or the one arm 
of this Government that has literally fought communism with blood 
and with steel is the Army in Korea, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. There is no doubt about all of us being proud of that 
act on the part of our Army? 

Mr. Carr. Not in the least, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. Of course, nobody could think that was coddling Com- 
munists, could they ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 
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Mr. Wexcn. Isn’t it just incredible to you, Mr. Carr, just simply in- 
credible to you that anybody in the Army should actually coddle 
Communists ¢ 

Mr. Carr. It would be incredible to me; yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. Just incredible. At least we can agree on that one. 

You don’t want to sit in that chair and have anybody in this coun- 
try tl hink for a moment that you believe the United States Army cod- 
dles Communists, do you? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t think the United States Army coddles Com- 
munists. 

Mr. Weicu. Thank you,sir. I knew you would agree with me. 

Mr. Carr. I would like to complete it, sir. 

Mr. = eLcH. Would you like to qualify it now ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t want to qualify it. 

Me W e.cH. Wouldn't you rather just have it simply that way ? 

Mr. Carr. No; I would rather say it my way, if you don’t mind. 

Mr. Wetcn. I will let you say it your way, provided you say it 
nicely, sir, to the effect that the United States Army does not coddle 
Communists. Is that what you would like to tell us in your own 
words ? 

Mr. Carr. No, not exactly that. Iam in agreement with you, Mr. 
Welch—— 

Mr. Wevcu. If you are, can’t we move along ? 

Senator McCarruy. Let him finish. 

Mr. Weccn. I think he wants to put a kind of qualification on it 
that I don’t think he really ought to want to put on. 

Mr. Carr, do you want to add something to what seemed to me to 
be so clear and so fresh and so nice? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. I would just like to say that I don’t think that 
at this time the Army is coddling Communists. I think that the 
\rmy has gone to a great extent—I should not say the Army—I think 
Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams went to great limits to prevent the 
exposure of persons who had cleared Communists. I don’t say that 
that is necessarily coddling Communists. 

Mr. Wericu. What you are talking about there is the loyalty board 
deal, isn’t 1t? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Weicu. You know perfectly well—by the way, you have told 
us you went to law school. 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Mr. Wetcn. You know perfectly well there is a very grave legal 

sue involved right at that point, don’t you ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t—I am not sure that I follow you on that. 

Mr. Wetcu. Well, you have heard Mr. Cohn and me discuss the 
proposition as to whether or not your committee may legally call 
members of the loyalty board and put them on the stand and say, 

“How come you decided this way in this case?” You have heard that 
discussion, haven’t you? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. Wetcu. Don’t you know, as an investigator and a lawyer, that 
that presents grave legal problems? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; there are two arguments there. 

Mr. Wer cH. Yes, sir. Thank you for that. Honest men and patri- 
otic men can have Mr. Cohn’s view, that you ought to be able to sum- 
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mons them and question the dickens out of them. That is right, isn’t 
it ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. And honest and patriotic men can have, let’s say, the 
Welch view, that it is pretty awkward to call up the judge and say 
“How come you decided the case the way you did ?” 

Mr. Carr. You can have that view, sir: ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcu. Yes. That is a proper and a patriotic view, isn’t it? 

Mr. Carr. I can’t say patriotic or proper. I know nothing unpatri- 
otic about your view or persons who hold that view. It is not the 
view that I would hold. I think that any Govern _ employee is 
responsible for what he does just as Lam re spons! ible s ting here. 

Mr. Wetcu. Understand me, Mr. Carr. I am not saying I am 
right, you understand. I am just saying it is perfectly possible to 
have that legal view. 

Mr. Carr. All right. 

Mr. Wetcu. You must see yourself that it is a little awkward for 
these people who sit on the Loyalty Board if they are going to decide 
questions fairly, it is a little awkward for them to have to bear in 
mind all the time that after they have decided a case maybe they will 
be hauled up, put under oath and questioned as to how they reached 
their decision. 

Mr. Carr. It may be a little awkward, but I can’t see that if they 
are doing their job and if they do it right, why they should worry 
about it at all. 

Mr. Wevtcu. In any event, I want you to make it clear that the only 
point at which your committee and the Army came into collision, real 
collision, was on the point of whether the members of the Loyalty 
Board were going to be produced tnd examined. 

Mr. Carr. There was one other thing that came—— 

Mr. Wetcu. Wasn’t that their—— 

Mr. Carr. The other thing was the Peress case. 

Mr. Wetcnu. That is another matter. The real collision came about 
the loyalty boards, didn’t it 2 

Mr. Carr. That was when—yes, the collision came there, and it 
came on the Peress case. 

Mr. Weicn. And there was a scrap about the Zwicker matter? 

Mr. Carr. There was a combination of things; yes, sir. 

Mr. Wetcn. But the real thing where Adams stood pat and said 
“You are not going to do it,” was at the point where you wanted the 
loyalty board members and he said no? 

Mr. Carr. That is what - said ; yes. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. Now, Mr. Carr, do you want to take a minute to get 
your mind reoriented? It is per fectly all-rieht. We were discussing 
the atte mpts that you say Mr. Adams and Mr. Stevens made to get you 
to call off these Fort Monmouth hearings, and you suggested, I think, 
that the first intimation came from Mr. Adams as early as about 
October 9. Is that correct? 

Mr. Carr. To my knowledge. 

Mr. St. Crate. Yes, to your knowledge, and that is what I am 
asking Fm about. 


Mr. Carr. Yes. 
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Mr. Sr. Cuarr. Now, on October 21 was another occasion that I 
think you have told us about. That was the night you went to the 
prize fight. Do you remember ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crater. Incidentally, did you pay for your ticket, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. No. Iwasa guest of Mr. Cohn. 

Mr. Sr. Craik. Did he ever ask you to pay for it? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; and I never offered to pay for it. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. Twenty dollars is a rather expensive fight, isn’t it? 

Mr. Carr. It was a championship fight. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. It is rather hard to get tickets in the first place, I 

ume, 

Mr. Carr. Probably. 

Mr. Sr. Craik. Now, on that occasion there was a party of four, 
was there not, at some time ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ctarr. Who was the fourth member, Mr. Carr ? 

Mr. ——— A friend of mine. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. If, for some reason, you don’t want to say his name, 
it is per feel all right. I will let you exercise that option. 

Mr. Carr. I don’t think that it adds to these heari ings, 

Mr. Sr. Crain. It may or may not. Was he with you part of the 
evening ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. He was with us during the fight and I think 
afterwards we went to a restaurant and had something to eat, and I 
think maybe a drink. 

Mr. Sr. Cuatr. And he was with you then ? 

Mr. Carr. For a portion of the time. As I recall, he left early, a 
few minutes. F 

Mr. Sr. Ciatr. Did these efforts by Mr. Adams to get you to call 
off the hearings take place in his presence ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. That would have been a rather impolitic thing for 
Mr. Adams to do, would it not have? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. He was a stranger to Mr. Adams, was he not? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Sr. Cratrr. Now, Mr. Adams—incidentally, Mr. Adams is a 
reasonably intelligent person, don’t you think, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; very much so. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. He was a friend of yours, wasn’t he? 

Mr. Carr. I thought he was; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr Cratr. Now, I think the next thing you testified to that I 
can remember, and I may slip over some of them, but I think you 
testified that again on December 9 you had a talk with Mr. Adams 
and he again suggested to you that it might not be a bad idea to call 
this whole thing off; is that right ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. On this occasion, however, he started to use some 
rather ee language, according to you? 

Mr. Carr. I didn’t quite hear you. I am sorry. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Well, he started to use, in accordance with your 
testimony, sir, some rather frightening language, like blackmail and 
hostage and “what is there in it for us,” and things like that ? 
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Mr. Carr. He used the last two. 

Mr. Str. Cuair. The last two. And I think your testimony is that 
the substance of his conversation consisted of what you deem as a 
blackmail, is that right ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes; I thought it was—— 

Mr. Sr. Cuair. Or an extortion, or something equally as serious, is 
that right ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. I am sorry, Mr. St. Clair, your time is up. In 
fact, you had 11 minutes. I was tapped on the shoulder and didn’t 
know about it. 

Mr. Prewitt, any que tions? 

Mr. Prewirr. Pass. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair has just 1 or 2 questions, and I want 
to ask them in line with what Mr. Welch is bringing out, because I 
am afraid that possibly Mr. Welch brought out an implication which 
I am sure he would be the last man in the world to want to bring out, 
and that is that simply because we all agree that we have the best 
Army in the world, we all agree that we have a magnificent officer 
corps, we all agree that they went over and did a terrific job of fighting 
against communism in Korea. Those things we are in agreement 
about, but the implication might be that those things being true, that 
there could be no Communists in the Army. I want to ask you now, 
as an old FBI agent, I want to ask you in your present capacity as 
staff director, whether, in your opinion, a young Communist boy 
drafted in the Army ceases to be a Communist operative simply be- 
cause he gets into the Army under the draft. 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; he doesn’t. 

Senator Munpt. He is not only then in the uniform of the United 
States, but we find a man in the uniform of the United States who is 
there primarily for the purpose of disrupting the Army, of breaking 
down our security, of delivering secrets to the enemy, of sabotaging 
our defense, would that be right ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; and I think largely asa result of the Peress case, 
the Defense Department has taken steps to be in a position to better 
handle the induction and the subsequent Army career, the Defense 
Department career of such persons. 

Senator Munpr. And I want to join you in congratulating the De- 
fense Department in doing what it did last April. Mr. Welch, we are 
confronted with a very serious problem. You and I, I am sure, will 
agree that a Communist should not have a draft-exempt status. He 
cannot be a conscientious objector. So the Army has to bring him in. 
What you do when you get him there raises some real problems. 
For a time they treated Communist draftees like everybody else, gave 
them commissions, promoted them as they did in the case of Peress. 
That thing having been highlighted before the public, that thing 
having been demonstrated as it was, made everybody feel that that 
isn’t the way to treat a Communist. So they have tried a new method. 
] hope it is satisfactory. It is not an easy problem. 

We should not be quick to condemn the Army or anybody else for 
dealing with the problem. But the idea must not get abroad in the 
United States that simply because a Communist has a uniform on, 
that we now have a good American instead of an actual or potential 
spy. 
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Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Senator Munpr. I am sure Mr. Welch agrees to that. I wanted to 
make that clear because our listeners might get a false impression, 

Senator McClellan, you have 10 minutes. 

We will have order, please, in the committee room. 

Senator McCrecian. Mr. Carr, I thought I had concluded a mo- 
ment ago, but I find I should ask you 1 or 2 other questions now. If 
vou have it there, you may follow me. I think I will read it correctly. 
I want to read your charge No. 46, or read from that charge. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCie.tian. Follow me as I read the last sentence in that 
charge: 

But as soon as the probe turned to the infinitely more important question of 
who was responsible for protecting Communist infiltration, and protecting Com- 
munists who had infiltrated, every conceivable obstacle was placed in the path 
of the committee’s search for the truth. 

I have used the term or word “coddling” with respect to that 
charge. 

Now, I may have been challenged for the use of that term. Will you 
tell me, in view of that charge, and your having testified that that 
charge is true, if the use or the application of the term “cod lling” is 
too strong a term to apply to it ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, Senator, I don’t wish to get into a dispute on defi- 
nitions of words here, but I think perhaps “coddling” might imply 
that the persons alleged to do the coddling were in favor of the Com- 
munists that were being coddled. I think, if I could continue, sir; 
I think this statement here more clearly expresses the position that it 
might not be that they like the Communists any better than the rest 
of us, and I am sure that you, yourself, from your experience, as I 
recall, in connection with the privates that we were bringing in here, 
I am sure you had no love for them; I am sure—— 

Senator McCretian. I have pretty well demonstrated that to your 
satisfaction, haven’t 1? 

Mr. Carr, Yes, sir; you have. But I think that this language here 
implies that there might have been not a desire to protect the Com- 
munists, but a desire to protect other people, maybe themselves, and 
may be a system. 

Senator McCuietian. This language says, “And protecting Com- 
munists.” It is direct. It doesn’t say other people; “and protecting 
Communists who had infiltrated.” 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Senator McCietxian. That is a direct charge that they were pro- 
tecting Communists who had infiltrated. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I don’t withdraw any of this language. I 
just am giving you the thought that I think, in the protecting of the 
Communists, it might have been for some other reason. 

Senator McCLeLtan. But actually, isn’t “coddling” a much softer 
word, a weaker work, than “protecting”? If I have used the wrong 
term, I want to know it. 

Mr. Carr. No; I don’t quarrel with you, Senator, about your terms, 
and don’t quarrel with me about this, sir. 

Senator McCrevian. If you do, wherever I have used the term or 
the word “coddling,” I will substitute the word “protecting,” if you 
think it would make any difference. 


SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 2733 


Mr. Carr. I don’t quarrel with you over the use of the word. 

Senator McCietnan. Thank you very much. 

That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dirksen, you have 10 minutes. 

Senator Dirxsen. Mr. Chairman, I would like to address this to 
Mr. Welch. 

Mr. Welch, this is really only a footnote to the rather pleasant dis- 
cussion we have had about the extent to which the legislative power 
goes in investigations of the executive branch. What I propose to 
cite is not exactly a matter in point, because I recognize the distinction 
that is involved, but back in the 7 acArthur hearings, which were held 
in this very room, incidentally, by the Armed Services Committee of 
the Senate, there was an inquiry into the dismissal of General Mac- 
Arthur in April of 1951, and the Armed Services Committee held 
closed hearings in this room in the following month. Transcripts 
were made available to the press as soon as they were cleared with 
respect to security information. 

General Bradley, who was then Chief of Staff, and certainly bore 
a confidential relationship to the President of the United States, 

came to us voluntarily to testify; and as I recall, he testified that the 
decision for the dismissal of MacArthur had been made at a White 
House conference which was attended by President Truman, Gen- 
eral Marshall, Averill Harriman, Secretary of State Acheson, and 
there may have been others. 

Having made that statement, Senator Wiley then sought to ascer- 
tain whether or not somebody was in attendance at this conference 
who expressed an opposite view, and General Bradley at that point 
said that because of the clear separation of powers between the legis- 
lative and the executive, he refused to testify any further. 

The committee went into that question at considerable length, and 
as I recall, there were seven Members of the Senate who felt that Gen- 
eral Bradley ought to be compelled to testify with respect to every- 
thing that had been said at the conference. However, the issue was 
not pressed and got lost in the welter of things, as I recall. 

So, frankly, I think we are back to that question again. In some 
way or another it is going to have to be more clearly resolved than 
it has been at any other time. 

Of course, that raises the question of whether or not the committee 
can actually subpena members of the top loyalty screening board in 
the Army and not only compel them to appear, w hich I think isa right 
under the Marbury v. Madison decision by John Marshall long 
ago, but the more important question is whether they can be compelled 
to testify as to the reasons why they reversed the lower loyalty boards 
in the Army structure. That question, of course, has not yet been 
resolved. We sort of bounced around the edges in the course of this 
very long hearing. 

1 wanted to allude to it only for purposes of the record, because it 
is something which in time must be vupleved. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wetcu. Mr. Chairman, could I have just a moment to comment 
on that ¢ 

Senator Munpr. I think you should have it. 

Mr. Wetcu. This will be a friendly approach, Senator Dirksen, as 
you would expect from one in my position to you. 
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As a lawyer, the way this thing points up in my mind is as follows, 
and it is quite simple. As a lawyer, you and I know that when a 
case is tried in a courtroom and it is de ided, nobody ever has the 
power to call on the jury and say, “How come you did what you did?” 
and nobody ever has the power to ¢ all on the judge and say, “How 
come you did what you did? 

These loyalty review boards are quite a lot like a judge and jury, 
as any lawyer will admit. They are not prec isely like them, but they 
are quite a lot like them. You are in that area where you either 
do or you don’t call them up and say, “How come you did what you 
did?” 

On that point, sIr, as I need not tell you, lawyers differ, and on 
that point the Army and this committee differed. As I have said 
before, it will not be resolved in this courtroom—in this room—but 
somew here one of these days it must be resolved for the eood of this 
country, 

Senator Dirksen. I would raise only two questions with respect to 
that, Mr. Welch. The first one is this: Whether they perform al 
quasi-judicial or an administrative function, as such; and perhaps 
the more important query: If you assume, for instance, that somebody 
on one of those boards had some rather oblique ideas, let us say, about 
communism—and I make no allegation, of course—and the committee 
were stymied in its efforts to get that information, the question is then, 
How could a committee of Congress evoke all of the truth in a matter 
of such importance to the security of the country / 

I know, of course, that you an 1d I shall not resolve it here, but I did 
want the record at least to show that in one way or another, only 
within the last few years this same constitutional question has been 
bouncing around in the Congress. 

Mr. Wetcu. What I like about it is that in a country like this 
honorable and patriotic men can differ about it, and I think you will 
agree they may. 

Senator Dirksen. That is correct, 

Senator Munpr. Senator Jackson, do you have any questions? 

Senator Jackson. I will pass, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpt. Senator Potter? 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Chairman, I would like to comment on the 
statement which you made during your period of questioning about 
the Communists being drafted into the Army and the Department of 
Defense meeting that situation. For the information of the commit- 
tee, I might mention I am working on legislation which, I hope, may 
cure that problem. 

In my opinion, a member of the Communist Party is not fit to wear 
the uniform of a United States soldier. We don’t allow criminals 
to wear the uniform. We should not allow a Communist, who is 
dedicated to the overthrow of our Government by force and violence, 
to wear the uniform. 

I think our Selective Service Act should be amended to provide a 
special designation for a person who uses the fifth amendment to 
refuse to state whether he is a member of the Communist Party. 
That dheniame ation should be Pp r|s ainly sti unped upon all of his records so 
that people will know that this man was refused military service; he 
was unfit to wear the uniform because that man was not loyal to his 
country, 
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Senator Munpr. I am glad to have that information, Senator 
Potter. 

Senator Symington? 

Senator Symrneton. I pass. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dworshak. 

Senator Dworsuaxk. No questions, 

Senator Munpr. Senator McCarthy or Mr. Cohn. 

Mr. Conn. No questions. 

Senator McCarrnuy. I have a few questions. 

Mr. Carr, there has been raised here the question of what can be 
done with a Communist who has been drafted and is in the military. 
Is it correct that we called four cases, each one of them handled differ- 
ently? One was a doctor who was kept in as a private. 

The next, a fifth-amendment Communist dentist given an honorable 
discharge. 

Another one, still a doctor in the military. 

And a fourth, who had been a member of the Communist Party 
for a short period of time, gave the FBI all the information he could 
ubout the Communist conspiracy. He got less than an honorable 
discharge, not exactly a dishonorable discharge. It was the second- 
vrade discharge. 

They were called for the purpose of demonstrating very clearly to 
Mr. Stevens and those in charge that there was no policy up until the 
time at least that we called these people. All four were handled in a 
completely different fashion. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Senator McCarrny. The only one who got less than an honorable 
discharge—I won’t use his name here—was the young man who had 
been a member for a while, frankly admitted he was a member, gave 
the FBI—gave Army Intelligence apparently all the inform: ition he 
had about the people who were with him in the Communist movement. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. As I recall, he testified that he had been coop- 
erative with the Army and he was most cooperative with the com- 
mittee. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Carr, there was raised a question about 
what a wonderful job our men did in Korea. I agree they did a 
tremendous job over there, the fighting men. I think it is especially 
appropriate that I ask you some questions about that today in view of 
the fact that we have here behind this table Set. Gilbert Cumbow, of 
the Army Chemical Center of Maryland, who was in Korea for about 
14 months, selected as the outstanding soldier of the Second Army. I 
think it may be quite appropriate that we did this Korean matter in 
view of the fact that we have one of the young men over there who 
was fortunate enough to come back alive, who might well have died 
because of the result of a few things I would like to question you 
about now. 

For example, I find in the Congressional Record of January 17 an 
insert by Senator Styles Bridges. We find here that General Lowe 
was sent by President Truman to Korea. Apparently President Tru- 
man wanted to have some eyes and ears over there so he would get a 
firsthand report. Why he sent him I don’t know, but apparently he 
was not too satisfied with the — he was getting, and Lowe was 
apparently a very good selection by President Truman. 
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We find the story that Lowe’s report never did get through to Presi- 
dent Truman. If it had, we don’t know how many more young men 
would be living today who are dead now. 

We find the story on page A-22 of the Congressional Record of 


January 17. May I quote. It is a story by Bill Cunningham, as a 
result of an interview with a general whose lips were sealed for some- 
time after he came back, but finally became unsealed. He said: 
General MacArthur was right in Korea, and if he had been left alone, he long 
would have won in Korea, 
Dropping down, he says: 
What we face now is a disgraceful stalemate, the writing off of tens of thou 
sands of needless American casualties, the loss of face through the entire oriental 
d, and a pointless, undefined position for ourselves. MacArthur was ham 
strung and finally brought down by the interference of the State Department. 


Then, he goes on to describe this. Here is a man picked by Presi- 
dent Truman. We don’t know whether he is a Democrat or Repub- 
lican. IJ assume he was just a great American soldier. All the records 
indicate he was. He says that we could have long since won the war. 
Because MacArthur was hamstrung and finally brought down, we 
have had to write off tens of thousands of casualties. 

Now, in connection with Mr. Welch’s question about whether or not 
the American people have the right to know the facts, don’t you agree 
with me wholeheartedly, Mr. Carr, that where you have a situation 
such as this, where a top general says that, in effect, thousands of 
men died because a general was not allowed to win the war, that the 
American people are entitled to know the facts, all of the facts, and 
they should not be kept from the people? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, I would. 

Senator McCartrny. No. 2: Mr. Carr, there seems to be being built 
up. I gather, some idea that there seems to be something sacred about 
what a member of the loyalty board does. If a man steals $10,000, 
there is no question about our right to expose him, is that right ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Wouldn’t you think that it is 10 times more 
serious to find a man ordering a Communist returned to secret radar 
laboratories knowing he was a Communist ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. I would iike to call your attention, Mr. Carr, 
to a statement by Maj. Gen. C. H. Gerhardt, who incidentally has not 
been before this committee, but this statement was made publicly, so 
there apparently is no violation of any confidence by repeating it. 
He said this: 

The 24 civilian employees of the Second Army at Fort Meade, Md., were on 
a subversive list, but were protected by someone within the Department of the 
Army. 

He is quoted as having stated on May 15, 1954, that— 

in the cases of some of these civilians, we would carry the removal proceedings 
successfully through every stage upward, only to have these cases in every in- 
stance reversed by the President’s Loyalty Security Review Board. 

Is that roughly the same situation we found in regard to Fort Mon- 
mouth ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir; it was. 
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Senator McCarruy. Do you think, Mr. Carr, that there is any- 
thing sacred, any reason, why the American people should not know 
who is clearing these Communists, who is sending them as I have so 
often said back to a position where they are in etfect poised with a 
razor blade over the jugular vein of this Nation 

Mr. Carr. No, sir, I don’t. 

Senator McCartuy. President Eisenhower, in his state of the 
Union message made a statement, and I am again reverting back 
Mr. Welch’s discussion of the Korean war—I got the impression he 
felt that because our soldiers did a vreat i0b there that perhaps we 
should not protect them from traitors who might be able to infiltrate 
the Army, and maybe I am doing Mr. Welch an injustice, but that is 
the impression I got from his statement. Let me read what the 
President of the United States said, if I may, and see if this does 
not indicate either subversion or criminal Incompetence, which re 
sulted in the death of American young men, a situation which shoul 
have been exposed long before this time. 

Here is the President of the United States, he s \ys this: 

In June 1950, following the aggressive attack on the Republic of Korea, the 
United States Seventh Fleet was instructed both to prevent attack upon For- 
mosa, and also to insure that Formosa should not be used as a base of opera- 
tions against the Chinese Communist mainland 

And I call your attention especially to this: 


This has meant, in effect, that the United States Navy was required to serve 
as a defensive arm of Communist China. 

Here is the President of the United States. May I repeat that ? 

He says: 

This has meant in effect that the United States Navy was required to serve as 
a defensive arm of Communist China, 

Then, dropping down further, he says: 

This permitted those Communists with greater impunity to kill our soldiers and 
those of our United Nations allies in Korea 

I may say that I heartily agree with President Eisenhower when 
he says that the order which was in existence until he took over the 
Presidency in effect made our Seventh Fleet a defensive arm of the 
Communist Party, allowed them to kill Ame rican voung men. If 
the statement is true, and I am sure it is, it means that young Ameri- 
can men are dead today who would be living if it were not for this 
traitorous order. Do you agree—could I finish the question—do you 
agree with me, Mr. Carr, that, in a situation such as this, there is no 
reason on earth why the American people should not hear the individ- 
uals who were responsib le for such a traitorous order, find out whether 
they were Communists or whether they were merely stupid beyond 
words? 

Mr. Carr. I agree with you. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Welch, or Mr. St. Clair, you have ten minutes. 

Mr. St. Ciarr. Well, Mr. Carr, we were talking, I think, about the 
prize fight. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. St. Cuatr. A fight on a little smaller scale than we have just been 
talking about. 
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I think I am wrong, I think we passed from that into around Decem- 
ber sometime when your memorandum indicates that Mr. Adams was 
using some strong language. I suppose, Mr. Carr, that you would 
not look upon those alleged activities of Mr. Adams as being very 
much in the order of cooperation with you and your staff and the 
committee, would you? 

Mr. ( -~ In the order of cooperation, sir? 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. How do you mean thet? 

Mr. Sr. Ciair. Well, if I were to blackmail you or attempt to black- 
mail you, I wouldn’t be cooperating with you in the same breath, 
would I? 

Mr. Carr. Perhaps I didn’t hear you, sir. Go ahead, sir. Will 
you repeat it ? 

Mr. Sr. Cuarr. Perhaps it should be read. 

(The reporter read from his notes as requested. ) 

Mr. Carr. I am sorry, I wasn’t paying attention—— 

Mr. Sr Crair. That is all right. It is not a difficult question. You 
would look upon it—— 

Mr. Carr. I would like to hear it. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. Certainly you may. 

Renator Munpr. The reporter will read the question, please. 

Mr. St. Ciarr. Why den’t I restate it quickly ? 

Senator Munpr. Very well. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. If I were to attempt to blackmail you, you wouldn’t 
think th: at would be highly cooperative of me, would you! 

Mr. Carr. No, I wouldn’t think so; no. 

Mr. Sr. Cuair. If I threatened to hold a. friend of yours as a hos- 


tage, you wouldn’t think that I was highly cooperative with you, 
would you? 


Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. You say these things happened on December 9, don’t 
you, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. I am not sure in my mind whether, at least insofar 
as the “hostage” language is concerned, your testimony is that it was 
facetious or not. Perhaps you can tell me. Did you consider it 
facetious ? 

Mr. Carr. The use of the term “hostage” by Mr. Adams was on 
many nae facetious. It might have been at this time. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. It might have been at this time? 

Mr. € arr. It might have been. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. Would you have written a memorandum about it, 
sir, if it was facetious? 

Mr. Carr. I wrote a memorandum about the other statement. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. It also includes something about “hostage,’ 
doesn’t it? 

Mr. Carr. It includes the fact that we had been, I think, to a hear- 
ing. It includes many things. But the reason I wrote it was this 
other statement. 

Mr. Sr. Cram. Sure. You don’t mean to suggest that you wrote 
a memorandum about a facetious remark made “by Mr. Adams, do 
you! : 

Mr. Carr. No; of- course not. 
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Mr. Sr. Cuatr. It was serious, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Carr. The reason I wrote this memorandum was the other 
mark by Mr. Adams. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. All right, but insofar as the question of “hostage” 
1S coneerned, he was serious, wasn’t he, as far as you know ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes. He was serious. He had been serious several 
times. Other times he had been facetious. It is hard to tell which 
is which sometimes. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. He certainly wasn’t very cooperative with you or 
the staff on December 9, was he? 

Mr. Carr. No; I don’t think he was being cooperative; no, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Cram. No. It was so bad you wrote a memorandum to 
Senator McCarthy about it, didn’t you? 

Mr. Carr. That is right. 

Mr. Sr. Ciatr. When did you write it? 

Mr. Carr. The same day. 

Mr. Sr. Ciair. The same day? 

Mr. Carr. I might say that he was perhaps trying to be coopera- 
tive, if we wanted to cooperate with him; yes. 

Mr. Sr. Cram. Would you read me that answer? I didn’t quite 
understand it. 

(Whereupon, the answer was read by the reporter as above re- 
corded. ) 

Mr. St. Cratr. Do you mean to suggest, Mr. Carr, that while he 
as you said, tried to blackmail you, he was also being cooperative ? 

Mr. Carr. No. I say you might put the interpretation on it that 
he was trying to be cooperative with us if we wanted to _play ball 
with him; yes. He was making an offer. He said, “What’s there in 
it for us?” 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. You didn’t accept the offer, did you? 

Mr. Carr. That is right. 

Mr. Sr. Crater. So he was not cooperative, was he ? 

Mr. Carr. No; but it wasa try. 

Mr. Sr. Cram. But it didn’t result in cooperation, did it? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; not in that respect. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. It did not in any respect on that day, did it? 

Mr. Carr. That is substantially correct. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. You know, sir, that about a week later the Senator 
stated for the public record that Mr. Stevens and those who are now 
in charge, which would include Mr. Adams, had fully cooperated 
with the committee. You know that, don’t you? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, I do. 

Mr. Sr. Ciair. Do you consider that the information you gave to 
the Senator on December 9 is consistent with his statement in the 
public record on December 15? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know that it is consistent with it; no. I know 
that—— 

Mr. Sr. Crate. You consider it highly inconsistent, don’t you? 

Mr. Carr. It is inconsistent with 
memorandum; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. Sure, and the information you imparted to him? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Cuatr. And the information you had been imparting to him 
since October 9? 


r 


~ 


t; yes. Inconsistent with my 
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Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. Were you present when the chairman, Senator 
MeCarthy, m: = that statement for the public record ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know 

Mr. Coun. I was going to ask, Mr. St. Clair, can you give me the 
documentation on that? 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. Yes. It is now in the record at page 5841. 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know whether I was present. I might very well 
have been. I might say—and I think maybe I could save a little 
time by saying it now—that Senator McC: arthy, when I gave him this 
memorandum, after he had seen this memorandum and | had spoken 
to him, he thought that I was overly disturbed by this situation. He 
thought that I was perhaps too disturbed about this; that Adams 
might not have meant what I thought he meant. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. Mr, Adams was sent by you, as you testified, to see 
Senator McCarthy that same day, namely, December 9? 

Mr. Carr. I wouldn't say “sent.” 

Mr. Sr. Crate. You suggested that he might go see the Senator? 

Mr. Carr. Right; that is right. 

Mr. Sr. Crater. You know that he did go see the Senator? 

Mr. Carr. Yes; I know that. 

Mr. Sr. Cuarr. Sure. Are you suggesting that the Senator didn’t 
quite believe your memorandum ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No. I am suggesting only that the Senator was not as 
disturbed about the situation as I was. 

Mr. Sr. Crater. I see. You have no doubt in any event, though, 
Mr. Carr, but that Senator McCarthy, when he st: ated for the public 
record on December 15 that he had had full cooperation, he ene 
what he said ? 

Mr. Carr. I have no doubt. I don’t know what le meant. 

Mr. Sr. Cuarr. You don’t suggest that he didn’t mean it, do you, 
Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. Well, he said it. The record speaks for itself, I ouess. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. You don’t want all these people to understand the 
Senator speaks for the public record and not mean it. do you ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No, I don’t. I want you to ask the Senator what he 
means when he says it. not me. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. Perhaps we will, Mr. Carr, but insofar as you are 
concerned, I just want to get it est: ablished that the chairman as of 
December 15 stated there had been full cooperation. 

Mr. Carr. All right. He probably—— 

Mr. Sr. Crate. And that ai consider that inconsistent with your 
memorandum which you say you wrote on December 9. 

Mr. Carr. I consider it inconsistent with my memorandum; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Craik. I would like to go back for just a moment, to change 
the pace a little bit. You remember the flight to McGuire Air Base in 
New Jersey on December 17 ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. There has been an awful lot of talk about a photo- 
graph a at was taken on that day, or a series of photographs, 

Mr. Carr. Yes, si 

Mr. Sn Crarr. It now turns out that you are the mysterious fourth 
man in the picture, aren’t you? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, siz 
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Mr. Sr. Crater. Did you see Private Schine as you got off the plane? 

Mr. c ARR. Yes, sir; I did. ; 

Mr. Sr. Criatr. Did you go up and shake hands with him and say 
“hello,” or something ? 

Mr. Carr. As I recall, there was more or less a round of handshak- 
ings. I don’t know whether I went up to see him or he went up to see 
me. There were some other people there. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. You shook hands all around, and you shook hands 
all around? 

Mr. Carr. I am sure I must have shaken hands with him. I know 
I shook hands with General Ryan. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. And other people shook hands with Private Schine 
and General Ryan and other persons? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Did you see that Private Schine had two coats with 
him ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t recall that he had two coats. I don’t recall that 
he on have two coats. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. When the picture was taken he had a coat on, didn’t 
he? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Cuatr. You didn’t see him hand another coat to any colonel, 
did you? 

Mr. Carr. No; I can’t say that I saw him hand a coat to a colonel. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Either you did or you didn’t. Which is it? 

Mr. Carr. As I say, I can’t say that I saw him hand a coat to an- 
other colonel. The reason I wanted to go on, the reason I can’t say is 
because I recall that on the flight to Boston that night Senator Me- 
Carthy and Mr. Cohn and I were joking about the fact that some- 
body had held Schine’s coat so he could have his picture. I can’t at 
this point state whether somebody held Schine’s second coat or his 
first coat or whether somebody helped him on with his coat. I don’t 
know. I know we joked about it. We thought it was General Ryan. 
At least I thought it was General Ryan who had held his coat. Lt 
may have been one of the colonels. 

Senator Munpr. Your time has expired. 

Mr. Prewitt? 

The Chair will pass. 

Senator McClellan? 

Senator McCriertan. Mr. Carr, I have been using the words 
coddling Communists” and apparently there was some objection to 
it. Tet’s take up another term now that has been used to describe 
situations. and that is “holding a razor blade at the jugular vein of 
this Nation.” I believe you agreed with Senator McCarthy in his 
application of that term to those to whom he referred in his questions 
a while ago. Did you? 

Mr. Carr. He had some pretty long questions. 

Senator McCienian. I know he did. 

Mr. Carr. But I will agree that the Communists, especially those 
strategically placed in defense industries and in Government and in 
other places, do hold in effect a razor blade at the throat of the Nation; 
yes. 

Senator McCietxian, All right, we wil! agee on that. 


“b 
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Now let’s go a little further and see if you agree on this. I think 
we have agreed that Communists, individual Communists working in 
defense plants or whe have infiltrated, hold a razor blade over the 
jugular vein of this Nation. If your charges are true with respect to 
Secretary Stevens and Mr. Adams that they have been protecting those 
who have infiltrated, those Communists, would you also agree with 
me that they are holding a razor blade over the jugular vein of this 
Nation ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, let me put it this way, sir. I would not say—I 
think the Communists are the ones whe would be holding a razor 
blade at the jugular vein of the Nation. 

Senator McCrennan. T hey are protecting the razor. 

Mr. Carr. I would say, our charges, our statement being what it is, 
they are not rushing to pull the razor away. 

Senator McCietian, They are not rushing to pull it away. They 
are protecting the razor then. 

Mr. Carr. That is the best I can say. 

Senator McCrentian. All right, thank you. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dirksen ¢ 

Senator Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. Just a couple of questions, Mr. Carr. What was 
the reason that you made the trip on November 17 to see Private 
Schine at Fort Dix? 

Mr. Carr. Well, I didn’t make the trip to see Private Schine at 
Fort Dix. I, in effect, went along for the ride. I was going to Bos- 
ton. I was going to Beston by commercial airplane and the Secre- 
tary offered his plane—in fact, he insisted that the Senator and his 
party use his plane, and I went along. 

Senator Jackson. Do you know what the reason was for the trip 
to Fort Dix’ You were riding as a passenger? 

Mr. Carr. Right. The only answer I can give you to that is—— 

Senator Jackson. That was really the trip to McGuire Air Force 
Base, which is adjacent to Fort Dix? 

Mr. Carr. That is right. The best answer I can give you to that is 
to tell you what happened. I had no knowledge as to the purpose of 
the trip when I was invited to go along. The only thing I know is 
that when we were there, Senator McCarthy, in front of two colonels, 
and, again, later, told Private Schine that he wanted him to work 
every moment he had off of his training on getting out—getting the 
reports prepared. 

Senator Jackson. Was there any work discussed at this meeting 
on November 17? 

Mr. Carr, Yes, there was. 

Senator Jackson. What did you discuss? I mean, what project? 

Mr. Carr. Well, I personally didn’t discuss too much with him. Mr. 
Cohn did. The Senator talked with him about the reports. 

Senator Jackson. When you say “report,” are you referring to the 
report on the Voice? 

Mr. Carr. Sir? 

Senator Jackson. When you say the report, what report are 
you-— 

Mr. Carr. Generally speaking, I was speaking about the informa- 
tion centers report and the Voice of America report. I recall that 
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the Senator spoke to him about othe things. I recall that he men- 


tioned the Oppenheimer situation. 

Senator JAcKson. To Private Schine? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. There was something of a discussion about that. 
What it was, I, at this point, don’t recall, sir. 

Senator JACKSON. Do you mean that there w 
about an investigation on Mr. Oppenheimer ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I couldn't Say that. I got the impression that it related 
to something, perhaps, that Schine had done or knew about. I didn't 
pay much attention at this point. That is about all I can say about it. 

Senator Jackson. You don’t reeall any information or anything 
that you needed to get from Schine on that oceasion 2 

Mv. Carr. I didn’t personally. I think maybe Mr. Cohn did. And 
I don’t know whether the Senator needed it o just wanted to discuss 
something with hin. 


is some cise uSssion 


Senator Jackson. But you didn’t have any information that you 
wanted or-—— 

Mr. Carr. Not at that particular time. I just went along to go to 
Boston. 

Senator Jackson. But your recollection was that it was something 
with reference to the Oppenheimer matter / 

Mr. Carr. No; that is not my recollection as to what it was. I 
don’t know all about it. I do reeall that there was some discussion 
of that, that sub‘ect. 

Senator JACKSON. Were you with Private Schine and Mr. Cohn all 
the time? 

Mr. Carr. Most of the time; yes, sir. There were two colone!s with 
us most of the time. I spent some time discussing many topics with 
them. 

Senator Jackson. You worked on the hearings in connection with 
the latter—the hearings at Boston ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Do you recall that Mr. Cohn has testified—it is 
on page 646: 
the circumstances of our meeting Private Schine were that prior to commencing 
certain hearings in Boston, we desired to obtain from Private Schine informa- 
tion which he had, sir, pertaining to the investigation which we were about 
to open in Boston. For that reason, we went down to see him and we talked 
to him about that and that alone 

Mr. Carr. That is probably right, that is probably correct, sir. As 
I say, I went along for the ride. 

Senator JACKSON. When did the investigation of defense plants 
start ? 

Mr. Carr. The investigation of defense plants? 

Senavor JACKSON. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. That had been started, as | recall, some time during the 
fall of the year. 

Senator Jackson. Do you know about when? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. It was during the course of the Fort Monmouth 
hearings. It developed that this radar work was more or less farmed 
out to different electrical companies and establishments. 

Senator Jackson. Well, did Schine start in on this new work then 
in connection with these defense plants when he was already in the 
Army # 
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Mr. Carr. No, sir. This was in October, and it wasn’t a question, 
as far as I know, it wasn’t so much a question of his starting in on new 
work as a question of his receiving information from an informant 
of his who had some knowledge concerning it. That is my under- 
standing of it, s 

Senator Jackson. Some information that was important in con- 
nection with these hearings? 

Mr. Carr. Information that was important in connection with 
Communist infiltration into defense industries. 

Senator JAcKson. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Any questions to my right? 

Senator McCarthy or Mr. Cohn, any questions? 

Mr. Conn. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Yes; I have a few. 

Senator Munopr. Senator McCarthy ? 

Senator McCartny. Mr. Carr, I have discussed a number of times 
publicly what I eall “treason.” I have been criticized for that because 
they claimed that I use words too strong. I would like to now discuss 
the statements by five rather outstanding Americans, I think all of 
them telling the truth. I believe it adds up to what we can call 
treason, and I would like to discuss with you the question of whether 
or not the American people are entitled to the information or not. 

As I have said to ore often, I think you have heartily agreed, this 
Is no game we are in, although you would think so from what we 
see go on here some dive. The blue e hips are really ‘ist n now. 

There, of course, are two theories. One is that it is a favor to the 
American people to give them the information of what their servants 
are doing. The other is that they are entitled to the information as 
a matter of right. As you know, I subscribe to the latter theory. 

Now, I would like to read to you, if I may, from the statements of 
three individuals and ask you if you don’t agree that regardless of how 
the information is classified, the American people should know the 
background of this. 

¢ieneral Van Fleet was on the witness stand, one of our really great 
generals, next to Douglas MacArthur, and on page 31 he had this to 
say. Senator Byrd was asking a question. He said: 

You are quoted, I think, General, in the newspapers, as I recall, as saying on 
two ocensions that you could have gotten the military victory in Korea. Is that 
correct / 

General VAN Feet. I think that was a little overstated in the paper. We 
might define what you mean by military victory. I would not say a complete 
victory, but in June of 1951, we had the Communist armies on the run, they were 
hurting badly, out of supplies, completely out of hand, out of control. They were 
in a panic, and were doing their best to fall back, doing their best to fall as 
far back as possible, and we stopped by order. We did not pursue to finish the 
enemy, 

Senator Byrp. Did you recommend that the attack be continued? 

General VAN FLEET. Ob, yes; I was praying for them to turn me loose. 


Dropping down: 

Senator Byrp. If you had authority to go ahead and pursue the enemy as far 
as you could, what would have been the result? 

General VAN FLEET. I believe we would have gotten all of his heavy equipment 
and perhaps two or three hundred thousand prisoners. 

Then General Ridgway was testifying, and I don’t have his testi- 
mony here but 1 can recap it, I think, pretty much from memory. 
He was talking about the order to cut down the production of ammuni- 
tion, an order which was signed in 1950 and never countermanded., 
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As Ridgway says, and, as I say, I am not quoting him verbatim, but 
in effect h said, “When the ammunition piles ran low, the corpses in 
the graves registration section piled high.” 

I am just quoting you from five individuals. One other now, all 
dissected episodes but all part of the same picture. 

General Bullitt was testifying. He was testifying about the order 
which President Eisenhower canceled when he took oftice, the order 
which the President referred to as using our Navy as a protective arm 
o. the ¢ ommunist—using our Seventh Fleet as the protective arm of 
the Communist army—here is what General Bullitt said. He said: 

The anti-Communist Chinese Navy is forbidden to act in any way by order of 
our Government, which has given orders to our fleet to prevent it from stopping 
the Communist supply ships going up to Korea. Those Communist supply ships 
sail right by Formosa, equipped with Soviet munitions, put in the Communist 
ship in Gdynia. They come all the way around and go right by Formosa and 
Sail past there, taking those weapons up to be used to kill American soldiers in 
Korea, and by order of our Government, the Chinese Navy is flatly forbidden to 
stop them on their way up there. 

Senator Watkins asked the question: 

Would the Chinese Navy— 
and the anti-Communist Navy of China— 
would the Chinese Navy have the power except for that order to intercept them, 
and capture them? 

Ambassador BuLuittT, Certainly, without question, sir, without question. 

So, Mr. Carr, when we are talking about investigating, we have here 
a sequence of statements made not 20 years ago, not LU years ago, but 
in the very recent past, a statement made by General Lowe to the 
effect that beczuse General MacArthur was hamstrung and brought 
down we had to write off tens of thousands of casualties; the state 
ment by President Eisenhower that until he took office our Seventh 
F leet was being used es the protective arm of the Communist Party: 
the statement by General Van Fleet that we could have captured all of 
the heavy equipment, and two or three hundred thousand of the enemy 
if politicians in Washington had not stopped him; the testimony of 
General Ridgway to the effect that the ammunition shortage, when 
the piles of ammunition ran low the number of corpses piled high; 
the testimony of Ambassador Bullitt to the eftect that by order of our 
Government the bullets were being shipped by Formosa and being 
used to kill American boys. 

Now, I have referred to that, Mr. Carr, as treason. I am not going 
to ask you to say how you would define it, but I hear Mr. Welch 
and individuals here talking about the i importance of secrecy, whether 
or not the American people can know what is going on. You and 
I know, Mr. Carr, that if individuals were in the Government, re- 
sponsible for the 5 different incidents which I have just related to 
you, and if all the information is stamped secret, we have no way 
on earth of knowing whether they are still there, whether they are 
still holding important jobs, and the only way, the only way we can 
determine whether or not the individuals responsib le for these, what 
I call 5 incidents of treason, the only way we can find out whether 
they are still holding positions of power, is that we have access freely 
io information except, of course, anything which would give out the 
names of informants, which would endanger the security of this 
Nation. 








2746 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 

Do you agree with me, Mr. Carr, that we get down to this: It is 
important beyond words that when we get through with this hearing 
that somehow, someway, we work out with this administration a for- 
mula whereby we can get the names so the Amer ican people can see 
the faces of the individuals responsible for, as Lowe says, the deaths, 
or tens of thousands of casualties, of Americans 4 

Mr. Carr. I think that we, and the people, have the right to know, 
and I think it important that some policy is worked out on that line; 
yes, sir. 

Senator McCarriy. Mr. Carr, can you think of any reason why 
the old Truman blackout order of 1948 should be maintained in 
effect as of 1954? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. Just one further question. If our committee 
is to perform its function, it is imperative, is it not, that every blac ‘k 
out order, regardless of whether it is Truman’s or anyone else’s, be 
canceled cauuiie ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I think that is correct, sir. 

Senator McCartruy. No further ey Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Welch or Mr. St. Clair, you have 10 minutes. 

Mr. Sr. Cuatr. Mr. Carr, I take it incon ation of your testimony 
yesterday as to Private Schine was that you had no interest in his 
military career, is that correct ¢ 

Mr. age r. That is substantially correct, yes. 

Mr. Crarr. I mean, if the Army felt that he should be a private, 
that was a right with you $ 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Cram. If he was to be promoted to a sergeant, that would 
be all right with you? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Cuarr. You had no interest one way or the other, right? 

Mr. ae That is correct, no personal interest. 

Mr. Sr. Ciatr. Do you think Mr. Cohn had any personal interest 
in Private Schine’s Army career ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No, I don’t think he had any what you would call per 
sonal interest in his career. I think he had an interest in his career 
more so than I would have, since he knew Mr. Schine better than I 
did, to see that the Army did not misuse Private Schine because he 
had come from the committee. 

Mr. Sr. Crater. Did you have any information, sir, that the Army 
was misusing Private Schine in any way ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No. Let me think for a second here. I don’t recall any 
information that the Army was misusing Private Schine, no, sir, but 
that wouldn’t prevent alertness to such possibility, no, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. Do you think there was such an alertness on your 
part ¢ : 

Mr. Carr. No, I didn’t have any great alertness; no, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Do you think that Mr. Cohn had a great alertness 
toward the possibility of misuse of Private Schine ? 

Mr. Carr. I think that he didn’t have any great alertness. I think 
that he had perhaps more than I did an awareness of the possibilities of 
such action being taken by the Army. 

_ Mr. Sr. Cram. Do you think he was extremely tender on that sub- 
ject ? 
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Mr. Carr. No, I don’t think he was ext remely tender on that subject. 
Mr. Sr. Crain. You don’t think he was quick to find any misuse ¢ 
Mr. Carr. No. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Or alleged misuse, pardon me. 

Mr. Carr. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Sr. Ctarr. Then I take it that if Mr. Adams were to offer you a 
quote, tidbit, unquote, it would fall on deaf ears, is that correct? You 
had no interest in thismanasan Army private / 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, it would fall on deaf ears. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. Would it have fallen on deaf ears on Mr. Cohn’s 
part, do you think ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir, I think it would. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. So these were simply silly acts on the part of John 
Adams to offer you quote, tidbits, unquote 4 

Mr. Carr. I think maybe. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Just plain ridiculous, isn’t that right 

Mr. Carr. I think they were ridiculous, yes, sir. 


Mr. Sr. Cram. I take it your testimony yesterday was that John 
Adams, a rei asonably ntelligent peroon, is-entdl (o have offered fo tad 
bits in exchange for breaking a general, isn’t that right ? 


Mr. Carr. I don’t recall—I don’t know that ‘<a Is my testimony, 
but I recall the train ride, I think, if that is what you are referring to. 

Mr. Sr. Ciatr. Iam referring to several things, but that is one. 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

No, I don’t think T said yest - iy that he offered tidbits in return 
for the breaking of a general; no. I don’t think that would be the 
exact way of say ing it. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. Didn’t you say in substance that on one occasion 
Mr. Adams said, ° ‘lf you Ww il] vive me a vood word on General Lawton, 
I will give you a good word on Private Schine’s Thanksgiving week- 
end”? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, I said tha 3, SIT. 

Mr. Sr. Ciatr. Do you re: ‘lly think that happened, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Car : Really think what h: ippened, sir ? 

Mr. Sr. Crate. That he offered a weekend pass to a private in order 
to get didvocanenited s approval for breaking a ge ner: al? 

Mr. Carr. Well, you say that he offered a weekend pass. You give 
a different connotation to it than I would, and than I did. He 
said—— 

Mr. Sr. Crater. Let me read it to you so we won’t have any misunder- 
standing. Page 6515: 

Mr. Adams said to Mr. Cohn, “If you can give me some good word on the 
Lawton situation, maybe I can give you some good word on whether or not 
Schine will be available this weekend.” 

Mr. Carr. Yes. That is November 24, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Sr. Ciatr. That is right. 

Mr. Carr. Yes. Go ahead. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. Is that the suggestion of a rational person, that a 
weekend pass for a private is counterbalance for approval of the 
breaking of a general ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. I think you—— 

Mr. St. Cuarr. That is your testimony. I read it, sir. 

Mr. Carr. All right. Do you want me to explain it to you now? 








2748 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Sv. Crain. No. I just want to know if that is what you intended 
to give as your testimony. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. St. Clair, could the witness answer? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. I will stand on any testimony I have given 
here. If you can show me something that is wrong, if I have made a 
mistake—— 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Am I wrong in suggesting to you that your testi- 
mony is tr John Adams offered a weekend pass for Senator McCar- 
thy’s approval of breaking a general ? 

Mr. Carr. No. My testimony here, if I am reading from the same 
page ti are, sir, 6515—— 

Mr. Sr. Ciair. That is correct. I haven’t misread it, have I? 

Mr. Carr. The second full paragraph. It says here: 

Mr. Adams said to Mr. Cohn that “If you can give me some good word on the 
Lawton situation, maybe I can give you some good word on whether or not 
Schine will be available this weekend.” 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. Did I misread it? 

Mr. ¢ <i I am not sure that you read it, but you are talking about, 
did rani trade off a weekend for a private as against a demotion 
for a general. Adams is saying here, as I interpreted it when he said 
it, _ is saying here that if ( sche would—actually, he is referring to 
Senator McCarthy. That is who he is interested in. If Senator Mc- 
Cart ne would dee some good word, that means would Senator McCar- 
thy ge along and not make any public statement concerning the 
removal or demotion of a general, he then might be able to be a little 
more agreeable as to whether or not Mr. Schine would be available 
that weekend to work on committee business 

‘The Secretary of the Army had previously said— 

Mr. Sr. Cram. Are you still answering a question or making a 
speech ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I am still answering a question. I am not addicted to 
making peech s, but I would like to get the question in here. The 
Secretary of the Army had said that Schine would be available 
these weekends. Mr. Adams is trying to usurp the power, I assume, 
of the Secretary. He is changing things around. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. It still adds up that there is on one side of the 
balance the question of a weekend pass for a private and on the other 
side of the balance the ratification or at least silence on the part of 
Senator McCarthy as to the breaking of a general. Is that your 
testimony ¢ ; 

Mr. Carr. If you want to add it that way, it is all right with me. 

Mr. St. Crair. Don’t you think that is the fair way to add it? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t think it is necessarily a fair way to add it. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. All right. You don’t have to. 

Mr. Carr. I don’t wish to continue disagreeing with you. 

Mr. Sr. Ciair. You are entitled to disagree with me at any time you 
wish, sir. 

Mr. Carr. All right, sir. Then I will continue. 

Mr, Sr. Crain. What was there about Private Schine that would 
lead a rational person to think, sir, that a little tidbit could move 
around such powerful forces as generals ? 

Mr. Carr. I think that you are talking in circles here, Mr. St. Clair. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. Maybe you are talking in circles. It is your testi- 
mony I am referring to. 
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Mr. Carr. Maybe I am, sir, but what I am trying to say here is that 
General—the General Lawton situation was something aside from 
Schine. Mr. Adams was trying to tie the General Lawton situation 
in with the Schine thing. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. That is what you say. 

Mr. Carr. That is what I] Say ; yes, sIr. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. That is right. Iam suggesting to you it is a rather 


ludicrous suggestion, isn’t it? 


Mr. Carr. It probably is. It didn’t work. 
Mr. Sr. Crate. It is even more ludicrous to offer a tidbit to a pri 
vate in exchange for calling off the work of this subcommittee, isn’t 


it, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. It didn’t work. I guess maybe it is ludicrous. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. That is right. 

Mr. Carr. I didn’t make the suggestion. 

Mr. Sr. Cram. No; but you are testifying to it, aren’t you? 

Mr. Carr. I am testifying to what happened, what I heard and 
what I know, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crater. Here is, you are testifying, a reasonably intelligent 
man making two absolutely ludicrous suggestions. 

Mr. Carr. I think that John Adams is a reasonably intelligent man. 
I think on oceasions he has made ludicrous suggestions: yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crater. Isn’t it true, sir, that there is something about Pri- 
vate Schine that didn’t make these suggestions, as you put them, so 
ludicrous ? 

Mr. Carr. What would that be, sir? 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. A little bait in front of Private Schine—I am using 
your words and I don’t mean to suggest that I agree with them—in 
fact had enough power to cause these things to happen, did it not? 

Mr. Carr. It didn’t happen. Maybe Mr. Adams thought that it 
would. I don’t know. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. What would there be about Private Schine that 
would lead this reasonably intelligent man to think that a little tidbit 
dangled in front of him would cause the work of the subcommittee to 
cease, and cause a general to be broken ? 

Mr. Carr. I can’t sav what was in Mr. Adams’ mind. I think Mr 
Adams was trying. He tried many times in many ways. He was 
trving. 

“Mr. Sr. Cratr. These were rather feeble efforts, though, weren’t 
they, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. They were feeble. He didn’t succeed. 

Senator Munpr. The time has expired. You may finish your 
answer. 

Mr. Carr. They didn’t succeed. 

Senator Munpt. Mr. Prewitt? 

The Chair will pass. 

Any questions to my right? 

Any questions to my left? 

Mr. Cohn or Senator McCarthy ? 

Mr. Conn. No questions. 

Senator McCarrny. Just one question: Regardless of what Mr. 
Adams or Mr. Stevens or anyone else did, the course of the hearings 
wasn’t affected one iota by anything they did until they succeeded in 
calling them off by this hear ing here, is that correct ? 
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Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Senator McCarruy. No further questiens. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. St. Clair or Mr. Welch, you have another 10 
minutes. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. And by the same token, Private Schine received no 
special treatment from the Army, did he? 

Mr. Carr. I think that General Ryan has testified that he hadn’t; 
yes, that 1s correct. 

Mr. Sr. Criarr. So that if Mr. Adams is correct, that this com- 
mittee, through its chief counsel and others sought to get preferential 
treatment, this committee didn’t get it? 

Mr. Carr. So, then, Mr. — would you have that read, please? 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. Would you read it, please ¢ 

(‘The reporter read from his notes as requested.) 

Mr. Sr. Crater. That is true, there was no preferential treatment 
you know of ? 

Mr. Carr. For Schine? 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. No; there was no preferential treatment that I know of. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. Now, let’s go to December 17. You recall that 
occasion, do you not? 

Mr. Carr. December 17? Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Cuarr. There were hearings that morning in New York, 
were there not, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. You attended them ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. Did you have a discussion with Senator McCarthy 
either before, during, or immediately after those hearings about Pri 
vate Schrne # 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. Did his name come up at all, either before, 
or immediately after the hearing? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. Now, you testified that you and Mr. Cohn met with 
the Senator and Mr. Adams at Gasner’s Restaurant after the hearings 
at noon. 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. You testified, as I remember, that Mr. Adams and 
the Senator were already there? 

Mr. Carr. That is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. Can you tell me about what time of the day it was? 

Mr. Carr. It would be rough, but the hearings were in the morning, 
they start at 10:30. Probably somewhere between 12 and 1, maybe 
1:30. Lunchtime. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. Now, when you sat down, you said, I think, that 
there was some general conversation, and then the Senator said, in 
effect, that Mr. Adams had brought up the subject of General Lawton. 
Do you recall that ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. I don’t mean to misstate it. Have | fairly stated 
your testimony ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Yes, I think that is—— 
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Mr. Sr. Crarr. Was this general conversation, sir, of long duration 
or just how would you type it? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t recall specifically. I know that there was ceneral 
conversation before this came up. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. Yes. Well, did this come up rather quickly in the 
conversation ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I don’t think it came up too quickly. It may have. I 
recall—] know 

Mr. Sr. Crain. Well, as you—— 

Mr. Carr (continuing). We ordered lunch. There was talk about 
what we were voing to eat. There was ceneral conversation. 

Mr. Sr. Ciair. Well, the first serious subject, then, discussed, was 
that of General Lawton, is that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. I think that is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. And would you say that the Senator made his ob- 
servation almost after he had ordered his lunch 2 

Mr. Carr. No. I can’t tell you exactly. 

Mr. Sr. Cuatr. Well, as a matter of fact, there were some other 
people present, wel en’t there ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, there were other people present for a period of 
time. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. And did this conversation take place at any time 
while they were there / 

Mr. Carr. Which conversation? The veneral conversation 2 

Mr. Sr. Crater. I thought, sir, that was the only conversation. I will 
take it all back. I will take it all back. It is my fault. I have 
too many generals. Now, when these people were there, is that the 
period of time in which, as we Say, the veneral conversation took 
place? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, that is my recollection. 

Mr. Sr. Crair. Was it after they left that the subject of General 
Lawton came up! 

Mr. Carr. I think it was. I think it was. 

Mr. Sr. Cuatr. You think that was the case ? 

Mr. Carr. I think it was. Now, it may have started before. I don’t 
know. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. Your testimony was that that suggestion from the 
Senator touched off a monologue from Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. Now, I don’t know whether immediately Mr. Cohn 
cot the floor, but a monologue followed ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. Well, I think I am quoting you directly when I say 
you testified yesterday it touched it off. 

Mr. Carr. All right. 1 will—— 

Mr. Sr. Crair. And that indicates, does it not, to you and to me, 
that that was an immediate reaction on the part of Mr. Cohn? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. Yes, I will go along with that, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. And that was after these other persons had left, is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Carr. It is my recollection it was after they had left. 

Mr. Str. Ciatr. You are not too sure ef it? 

Mr. Carr. I wouldn’t state that positively ; no, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. You wouldn’t? 

Mr. Carr. No, 
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Mr. Sr. Ciatr. You are not too sure of it 

Mr. Carr. I just wouldn’t state positively. I am pretty sure of it. 

Mr. Sr. Cuatr. All right. Now, how long were you in the restau- 
rant ¢ 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know. The usual time it takes to eat lunch, not 


too much 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. It is true Mr. Adams missed a couple of trains, is it 
not ¢ 

Mr. Carr. Hesayshedid. lam not sure. 

Mr. Sr. Cia. You are not in a position to deny it, are you? 

Mr. Carr. LT wouldn't deny it. Of course not. 

Mr. Sr. Cian. How long do you think you were there 

Mr. Carr. Oh, I would say—I don’t really know. Probably an hour, 
tl rutes, maybe longer, maybe less. 

Mr. Sr. Cuarr. Would it have been as much as 2 hours? 

Mr. Carr. It might have been. I don’t think so, but it could have 
been. Iam not sure. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Well, an hour, or 45 minutes, is what you believe it 


Wil 


/ 


Mr. Carr. Iam really not sure on that. 
Mr. Sr. Crater. Did this monologue continue throughout the dura- 
tion of the lunch ? 

Mr. Carr. Well, it is my recollection that it continued. Perhaps 
somebody got a word in once in awhile. But pretty much, yes, pretty 
much, 

Mr. Sr. Crate. And did it continue from the ride uptown until Mr. 
Adams got out of the car? 

Mr. Carr. Well,no. ‘There 1 am not sure that it was only Mr. Cohn 
who was talking. I think the Senator may have said something. I 
think I may have said something. 

Mr. Sr. Cruarr. This was the first time you had observed Mr. Colin 
take the floor on the question of General Lawton, isn’t it # 


Mr. Carr. Lam not sure this is the first time I observed him take the 
floor. Iknow I have heard him take the floor on the subject of possible 


reprisals against persons who had helped the committee. We have 
had—he had had instances of that before in other investigations con- 
ducted. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. This whole matter had been gone over before at the 
end of November, had it not ? 

Mr. Carr. What whole matter is that, sir? 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. The question of General Lawton. 
Mr. Carr. The question of General Lawton came up, to my first 
knowledge, concerning any action or possible action, came up in 
November around Thanksgiving. 

Mr. Sr. Crate. Yes. And didn’t you learn that he had been re- 
quired to submit a written report to the Secretary # 

Mr. Carr. I didn’t learn that, no, not at that time. 

Mr. Sr. Ciuatr. You didn’t learn that ¢ 

Mr. Carr. No. 
Mr. Sr. Crair. You didn’t learn that that report was dated Novem- 
er 25% 


Mr. Carr. No, I don’t think I learned that. 


( 
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Mr. Sr. Cratr. And you didn’t learn that the Secretary accepted that 
report / 

Mr. Carr. No, sir; I don’t think I learned that. 

Mr. Sr. Cuatr. All right. You testified there was a monologue, 
and I guess a rather animated one, for a period through lunch, and 
pel haps part of the ride. 

Mr. Carr. Well, I—no, I think I testified that there were un- 
doubtedly some interruptions. 

Mr. Sr. Cruair. All on the same subject ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, on the same subject. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. All on the same subject? 

Mr. Carr. As best I recall; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. And that the only question about Schine was an 
attempted interruption by Mr. Adams? 

Mr. Carr. That is my recollection ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ciair. Well, do you want to state positively, sir, that that 
is what happened ¢ 

Mr. Carr. That the only talk about Schine was this attempt by Mr. 
Adams to bring it into the conversation 2 

Mr. Sr. Cuair. Yes. 

Mr. Carr. I think that I could say that that is the only mention of 
Schine that was made that day. When you say positively, I am not 
sure that I would want to say that. Somebody might have mentioned 
him, might have said something. But I am pretty sure that is the 
only time. 

Mr. Sr. Crater. You are pretty sure of it? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. You have no reservations about that ? 

Mr. Carr. No, sir 

Mr. Sr. Cram. What time was it when you let the Senator out at 
the Waldorf Astoria ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know. It was following the lunch. It takes 
probably 20 minutes to drive uptown, maybe 25. 1 don't know—— 

Mr. Sr. Crain. Well, about what time was it 2 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know. The middle of the afternoon sometime. 

Mr. Sr. Cuair. And you got out, and I ouess the Senator got out, 
and Mr. Cohn got out ? 

Mr. Carr. No, as I recall, the Senator got out, I continued uptown 
with Mr. Cohn. 

Mr. Sr. Crain. Where did you go? 

Mr. Carr. He dropped me farther uptown. 

Mr. Sr. Cuarr. Where did you go? 

Mr. Carr. Mr. Cohn was making a speech, as I recall—is that 
right ?—another speech that afternoon at some high school up in the 
Bronx. I drove up with him, I think. I think following the speech 
I went somewhere and I met him later. I know I met him again that 
night. 

Mr. Sr. Cuatr. You went with Mr. Cohn to this high school up in 
the Bronx, is that right ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir 

Mr. Sr. Cramer. That speech was delivered, and then you went 
someplace with him for supper ¢ 
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Mr. Carr. No. I think I left him. If I recall, I think I went 
Christmas shopping. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. Christmas shopping? 

Mr. Carr. I think so. ; 

Mr. Sr. Crair. Did you know that the Senator was going on a trip 
that afternoon ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Sr. Crarr. And he took a plane out and went for several days? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Mr. St. Ciuatr. Do you know—— 

Mr. Carr. I am not sure how long, but he went to Chicago, I 
think. 

Mr. St. Cratr. Do you know what time he was supposed to leave? 

Mr. Carr. No; I really don’t. 

Mr. St. Crate. Do you know what time he checked out of the hotel ? 

Mr. Carr. No, I don't. 

Mr. Sr. Cram. You testified yesterday that the Senator called you 
on the telephone to talk with you about Schine, do you recall that? 

Mr. Carr. I think I testified yesterday that I called the Senator 
on the phone and I now recall that I called the Senator from up in 
the Bronx on the telephone about other matters, one matter being fo. 
my information how long he was going to be out of town, and thing: 
like that. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. What made you call him there? Why didn’t you 
ask him while you were riding uptown, Mr. Carr? 

Mr. Carr. I just can’t answer that. IT don’t know. 

Mr. St. Crate. You just don’t know ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know. 

Mr. Sr. Crair. It just suddenly struck you, Mr. Carr, that you 
had better find out about Mr. Schine, is that right ? 

Mr. Carr. I don’t know. I just can’t tell you. 

Mr. Sr. Ciatr. You just can’t tell me. 

Senator Munpt. Do you mean Mr. Schine or Senator McCarthy ? 

Mr. Str. Crarr. I mean Mr. Schine. 

Mr. Carr. You had better ask that again. I thought you meant 
what made me call Senator McCarthy at that time. 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. That is right, and suggested—— 

Mr. Carr. Would you repeat the question ? 

Mr. Sr. Cratr. Would you read the question to him? 

(Whereupon, the question was read by the reporter as above 
recorded.) 

Mr. Carr. No, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ciairr. What was it that made you call the Senator shortly 
after you left him off at the hotel? You had been with him all noon- 
time, hadn’t you? 

Mr. Carr. Right at this point, I really can’t say. 

Mr. Sr. Cuatr. I am sorry. 

Mr. Carr. The best I could say was that I probably fergot about 
something that I should have talked to him about. ' 

Mr. Sr. Ciarr. And that was Private Schine? 

Mr. Carr. No, it wasn’t, sir. 

Mr. Sr. Ciatr. That is what you talked with him about on the tele- 
phone when you called him from the Bronx ? 


SPECIAL INVES!.GATION 2490 


y which w te] l al nt « | ‘ 
S whl we Taixked avout and, as 


Mr. CARR. That is one ol the th ! \ 
I testified yesterday, I believe it was the Senator who mentioned 
Schine’s name to me. 

Mr. Sr. CLiarr. What were the other subjects you talked about ? 

Senator MuNnpr. You may answer the question. The time has 
expired. 

Mr. Carr. Yes, sir. One subject that I recall was the length of 
time that Senator McCarthy would be out of town and I believe there 


was something about the reports. That is about all. Il am sure there 


was something else. 
Senator Mtunpr. We will stand in recess until 2 o’elock. 
Ts) 


(Whereupon, the committee recessed at 12:33 p. m., to reconvene at 
2 p. m.. the same day. 
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